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LONDON, JUNE 25, 1864. 
: a ed 

At THE MEETING of the committee of the Metropolitan 
and’ Provincial Law Association on the 8th June inst., 
it was brought to their notice “‘that the fees taken in 
the Middlesex Registry Office are in excess of those 
& i by the Act, and that sinecurist registrars 
' divide the bulk of the proceeds ; while the working staff 
is badly paid, the accommodation to the public for 
gnaking long and difficult searches is very inadequate, 
‘and the building is not fireproof, and that all these facts 
‘appear by a return made to Parliament in 1862, of 
aes vc notice seems to have since been taken. ‘The 
“egal fees would seem to be those enacted by the 7 Anne, 
“¢ 20, s. 11, which provides for the payment of one shil- 
“Ying for the first 200 words, and sixpence for every sub- 
wquent 100 words, or fraction of 100 words, in the 
“memorial, and the like fees for the certificate, and for 
every search.” 
| It was stated that “ the bulk of the memorials do not 
¢ontain 200 words each, and the certificates only a few 
words each, being a mere endorsement on the deed of 
“the fact and time of registration, and that no search is 
made at registration; from which it would seem that the 
‘Otinary fee payable for registration should be two 
“thillings only (for entry and certificate), whereas it 
“appears by the return that seven shillings are charged 

ever the memorial does not exceed 500 words, 

irrespective of the question whether it does or not 
ex 200.” The committee instructed the secretary 
to make these facts known to the profession. 

The return alluded to is a return to an address of the 
“House of Commons dated 7th April, 1862, and made at 
‘the instance of Mr. Cubitt ; and it appears thereby that 
“the fees annually received at the office varied from 
£4,029 6s. Od. in 1849 to £7,978 Os. 7d. in 1861; (the 

extreme years included in the return) and that during 
the same period the expenses varied from £1,609 15s. 4d. 
in 1857 to £2,253 12s. 4d. in 1859; and the divisible 
“balance from £2,116 13s. 5d. in 1849 to £5,800 in 1861. 
The return does not state clearly whether there are 
any and what charges on this balance; but so 
far as can be gathered therefrom it would appear 
that about £920 per annum is paid thereout to the 
deputies and clerks now employed in transacting the 
busi of the office, and that three-fourths of the 
“residue is divided between the principal registrars, who 
ily perform the duties entirely by deputy. ‘The 
‘Temaining one-fourth is paid into the ‘Ireasury. Is is 
“btated therein that the fees provided by the Act of Anne 
were altered in the year 1768, but no special authority is 
known to have been given for the alteration. 
On Monpay Eventne Last, as will be seen in our Par- 


yeeestsry report, the Lord Chancellor found himself 
compelled to withdraw the County Courts Acts Amend- 











ment Bill, and on Tuesday he stated, in answer toa 
question, that the same causes which had led to this step 
would prevent him from bringing in any other similar 


measure during the present session. We are bound to 
say that we regret his Lordship’s decision, though we 
do not doubt that he found no other course open to him : 
we think that the bill contained the germ of a very great 
seeremnent of the law in more respects than one; and, 
although it certainly contained some provisions which 
ought not to have been allowed to pass, provisions in 
Opposition to which, whenever and by whomsoever pro- 
posed, this Journal has ever been consistent and active, 





still these were of a nature to be readily removed with- 
out injury to the general structure of the measure; ahd 
we were not without a hope, which we fondly believed to 
be well-founded, that we should see it ultimately assume 
a shape in which it might have been as an un- 
mixed benefit. We trust that, should his wea ~~ 
fit to introduce a similar measure next session, it may 
from the first be free from those objectionable elements 
(which are too well known to require particular men- 
tion here) which have on this occasion, as it seems, been 
the exciting cause of an — werful to 
defeat the entire measure of which they formed part. 


Tue Arrorners AND Soxicrtors Remuneration, &c5 
Br has been reported to a select committee. We hope 
that, whatever other amendments the committee may 
think fit to make therein, they will at least “alter and 
amend” the short title of the Act. We have heard of 
an Act passed “ For making and maintaining a turnpike 
road between A. & B., and for other purposes,” one of 
whose clauses contained a provision for enabling the 
head of one of the colleges at Oxford (Wadham we be- 
lieve) to marry; but even in that case it may be pre- 
sumed that the great bulk of the Act related to the 
subject mentioned in its title, whereas on the present 
occasion but three short clauses at the commencement 
of a bill of 20 sections had any connection with the only 
subject mentioned in the short title; which has now, by 
common usage, become the recognised description of a 
bill. An abstract of the bill, as introduced, including a 
verbatim copy of the three clauses in question, will 
found in our issue of last week.* 

On the principles on which this question should be 
treated, we propose shortly to offer our readers some 
remarks, in greater detail than the space at present at 
our command will allow, and we therefore confine our- 
selves at present to the observation that to give un- 
limited authority to solicitors to make any bargains they 
could with their clients, would be to put a very dangerous 
weapon in the hands of the unscrupulous an part 42. 
ing, while it would impose upon the honou and 
high-minded members of the profession an odious: re~ 
sponsibility, as it would practically make them in every 
instance judges in their own case. Very many of them 
would be thereby impelled to work for any inadequate 
remuneration, to avoid even the appearance of over- 
exaction, whilst those who insisted upon being paid that 
which was fairly their due, would find themselves ex- 
posed to absurd and unjust accusations of exorbitance. 
This is not a dilemma to which solicitors ought to be 
exposed. Few systems could be worse than that ex- 
isting, which fully deserves all the Lord Chancellor said 
of it on Tuesday last, but we do not think the proposed 
alteration any improvement. ‘The other portions of the 
bill contain much that is commendable, and we hope to 
see it emerge successfully from the select committee. 


On THE TRIAL of the case of Davidson v. Mitchelson 
in the Court of Queen’s Bench on Saturday last, the 
Lord Chief Justice directed the jury that the Baar i 
an Englishman who had become bankrupt in Scotland, 
and carried out a composition with his creditors, was 
entitled to recover a debt which accrued due to him 
before his bankruptcy at any time after the registration 
of the composition bond under the bankruptcy. It was 
not necessary for the composition to be paid. His 
Lordship treated the question as depending entirely 
on the law of Scotland, and the above-mentioned 
ruling followed the evidence of Mr. James Somerville, 
an Edinburgh solicitor, as to that law. 


Tue Tuirty-seconp Anniversary Dinner of the 
United Law Clerks’ Society will take place on Thurs- 
day next, the 28th inst., at the Freemason’s Tavern, 
Great Queen-street. Mr. Justice Shee has consented to 
preside. We are sure that it is quite unn for 
us to urge upon our readers the claims of this 
4 * 8 Sol. Jour. 659. 
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institution, which has well stood the test of time, and 
has thoroughly commended itself to the profession 
during the quarter of a century. We hope that all 
who can manage to be present on the occasion will not 
fail to do so. 

Tue Committee appointed by the Bar to consider the 
—_ system of reporting have just issued their report. 
t recommends the appointment of a council composed 
of members ap inted by the four Inns of Court, Ser- 
jeants’-inn, and the Incorporated Law Society, and, in 
case of certain Government advantages being afforded, by 
the Lord Chancellor, to control the reports; the appoint- 
ment ot two editors, at salaries of £600 each, and twenty- 
four reporters, at salaries varying from £500 to £100 each, 
in all amounting to £10,700: that the council shall con- 
tract with one or more publishers, who shall undertake 
all the trouble and risk of the publication, sale, and dis- 
tribution thereof: the profession to be invited to sub- 
scribe, the subscriptions being payable in advance ; such 
invitations shall contain an announcement that it is 
considered essential for carrying out the scheme that the 

te amount of subscriptions, inclusive of any ad- 
vance from the Consolidated or Suitors’ Fand, in respect 
‘to the first moiety of the salaries or otherwise, shall 
reach £10,000 at the least: the council to have power 
to alter the price of the reports, if desirable, “so far as 
they may not be fettered by any subsisting engagement.” 
These are the chief heads of the scheme. We notice 
that seven * of the gentlemen nominated on the committee 
have refused to sign the report; and that various pro- 
positions were made to the committee, and negatived by 
them; amongst which was one to give the proposed 
series a qualified monopoly. As this has been rejected, 
the scheme ery introduces a new series, in direct 
competition with the existing “‘ authorized ” reports and 
no other ; or, in the words of Mr. Daniel, “an eighth 
plague.” The Attorney-General has appointed Friday 
next, July 1, at four o'clock, to consider the report. 


Georce Bryce, convicted upon trial at Edinburgh of 
the murder of a young woman named Jane Seaton, was 
executed on Monday last. It will be recollected that 
efforts were made to obtain a commutation of the sen- 
tence, on the ground of the low moral organisation in 
the character of the murderer, but the Home Secretary 
declined to interfere with the course of justice. It is 
obvious that if this were to be accepted as an excuse for 
crime of this nature, the laws for the security of life and 
property would be practically worthless. 


On Monpay wast there was a meeting of the bar- 
risters of Paris for the purpose of considering what 
measures should be taken with respect to the late domi- 
ciliary visits. It was decided that M. Dufaure, their 
president, should put himself in communication with 
the Procureur-General, and demand explanations. 


WE Are INForMeD that a requisition is in course of 
apoeere, requesting Gathorne Hardy, Esq., of the 

orthern Circuit, Chairman of the Bench of Magis- 
trates for West Kent, to allow himself to be put in 
nomination at pet mag election for the University 
of Oxford. Mr. Hardy has not, we believe, received 
any formal notice of the movement. 


We vunperstanp that Mr. Stone’s committee has 
consented to act in conjunction with Mr. Serjeant 
Gazelee’s at the anticipated contest for the representa- 
tion of Portsmouth. 


We are rnrormep that the judge of the County 
Court at Sheffield has decided that gambling is an im- 
moral habit, for which a master is entitled to discharge 
a servant without notice. 


Tuomas Cuampens, Esq., Q.C., Common Serjeant, is 
a candidate for the representation of the borough of 
Finsbury. 


* The Solicitor-General, Montagu Smith, Q.C., Hon. G. Denman, Q.C. 
G. Mellish, Q.C., Joshua Williams, G. Sweet, H. Matthews. tiie 
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PENAL SERVITUDE ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 


If we may judge from the debates in the House of 
Lords on this bill, it is likely to become law. Every. 
one thinks strongly upon, and has some ees of 
own for the treatment and apes me of our criminals, 
The individual members of the House of Lords do not 
therefore stand alone, nor are their hobbies to be won. 
dered at. They evince, however, good sense in forego. 
ing their opinions in favour of the Government m 
feeling as they must that no bill could be framed to 
meet the peculiar views of each. They are, therefi 
disposed to sink their differences and give the bill g 
trial. 
There are three subjects with which the bill proposes 
to deal :—I1st, the fae soa severity of penal servi 
as compared with other punishments; 2ndly, the di 
culty of managing convicts under sentence; and, 3rdly, 
the regulation of the terms upon which tickets of leayg 
should be granted. 
The difficulty with reference to the management gf 
convicts under sentence is met by a provision Fg r 
ing justices to inflict corporal punishment for the a 
of prison discipline, and this has met with no oppositioy 
although the wisdom and humanity of permitting 
exercise of such powers, at least without a public ing 
in open court, is doubtful, as it is so liable to abuse, 
we have no desire to see a repetition of the old scenesi 
Birmingham gaol. Such powers ought to be conferrel 
with great caution, and the exercise of them watchel 
with great jealousy. : 
The bill increases the minimum term of penal sery 
tute to five years. Upon the assumption that trang 
portation would be revived, the commissioners, in t 
report, recommended seven years as the term of pens 
servitude; but this element is excluded from our com 
sideration now. There is not the slightest chang 
our being able to revive transportation ; we must, then 
fore, deal with the subject without taking it into op 
consideration. ‘ 
The object of the commissioners in that recommends 
tion was not so much of a punitive as of a reformatory 
character. 
Our next serious difficulty is, as to what is to be dom 
with our criminals when they are liberated, either afte 
serving the full term of their sentences, or upon. ticke 
of-leave. Upon this subject there is great diversity d 
opinion, which, however, may be classed under tw 
heads—viz., severity and lenity; the former represen 
ing those who exclude all over-merciful consideration 
towards criminals; the latter, who exclude all undue 
severity ; and yet the objects of both tend to the sam 
point—viz., the reformation of the criminal, cine 
both travel to the same goal by different roads. We 
wish, in common with the Legislature, to reform the 
criminal. We want to prevent him from returning to his 
old haunts, companions, and associates, and to 
him in his endeavours to lead an honest life. How 
that to be effected in the way most likely to accomplish 
the end sought? A lengthened imprisonment oaly 
stpones the evil day; for when the prisoner # 
iberated, the question again mects us. So long as we 
had transportation to fall back upon, we were indifferent 
to the solution of this problem; but we can no 
rest upon that. It is removed from under our feet 
sua ore day has at length arrived, and we must face i 

dly. ; 

The Legislature thinks that a minimum period of impr 
sonment of five years will be sufficiently long to cut the 
connexions between the criminal and his old associates, and 
to reform him so as to induce him to earn an honest livel- 
hood on his liberation and restoration to the outer world, 
That this should be the object of all punishment there 
can be no doubt; that we should not now abandon that 
object there can be equally no doubt. But the questio# 


























} What guarantee have we that a convict is reformed 


still remains, what is the best mode to effect the object! 
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that he will honestly earn his livelihood when liberated 
—in other words, how are we to combine a reformatory 
hey with the protection of society ? It is a very different 

ing to turn out criminals in a crowded population from 
letting them loose in a country thinly populated like 
Western Australia. 

The remission of sentences is -a settled principle, al- 
though the question of amount and conditions of remis- 
sion are open to debate. Is the convict to be free or to 
be under control or supervision? Many contend that 
to exercise no supervision would be injurious to society 
and cruel to the convict himself, and accordingly an 
amendment upon the Government proposition of making 
the convict report himself within seven days of his 
discharge to the police of the district wherein he 
resides was introduced, adopting the Irish system of 
making the convict report himself every month to the 
police of his district, and the House of Lords has 
refused, at least at present, to disturb that provi- 
sion. This supervision is, however, only a part 
of the Irish system. How far it will work alone or 
separate from the rest remains to be tried. Although 
Sir W..Crofton’s system, as a whole, has been a suc- 
cess, we doubt whether in this fragmentary way it will 
work in England. If this is to become a real and not a 
nominal supervision, it may be used very harshly ; for 
instance, if the police are allowed to follow convicts 
into their employment. It will be equally harsh and 
cruel to force a man who has been fortunate enough to 
get employment, and who is conducting himself with 
propriety, to report himself to the police monthly. 

he fact of his doing so will become known to his 
ora and but in too many cases he will be 
immediately dismissed. How can a real —— 
supervision take place without such a result? We 
cannot with the argument of Lord Carnarvon, 
that because the policeman is clothed with the greatest 
possible latitude for the exercise of his power of 
supervision, it will be exercised so as to produce 
no hardship. The hardship will always be found 
in the publicity, and in requiring the convict to leave 
his ye bea every month for inspection. 

The difficulty of the whole question, as it appears to 
us, is to be found in this system of espionage carved out, 
as it has been from a harmonious successful whole, of 
the Irish system. The Irish system cannot be cut up 
in this way. Our failure heretofore has arisen from our 
mistake in liberating criminals before their reformation 
is sufficiently tested and ascertained. They ought to be 
trained in es, and they should from time to time be 
promoted, as they merit it, from one class to another ; 
they should be helped to obtain employment previous 
to their liberation, and their liberty should be conferred 
upon them gradually ; an asylum should be Poti 
for those who have no home to enter on their discharge 
from prison, until they obtain employment; their work 
might be made remunerative so as to pay for their mo 
port, and allow them a modicum of wages ; others should 

assisted to emigrate. 

If a convict is turned out of prison penniless, and 
without the means of procuring employment, can any 
man’s situation be more a gs or hopeless, what can 
we expect him to do? If he is single, his position is 
bad enough ; but if he has a wife and pore what is to 
become of them? He strives to get employment, and 
fails. Every man’s door is closed against him ; his wife 
and children starving, and himself little better. In his 
despair he is driven to the haunts of his old associates, 
and he returns to his criminal life; all his training for 
five years has been cast to the moles and the bats, and 
he becomes more hardened than he was before. And 
this is the n result of the crowded state of our 
population, in which there are always more men of 
untainted character seeking work than there are situa- 
tions open for their employment ; and so long as this is 
80 it can only be in very exceptional cases that any con- 
victed criminal can hope ever to redeem his position 





otherwise than by removing to a place where his pre- 
vious history is unknown. But this the provision in 
question is calculated to prevent. 

Some persons are found, on the other hand, to pro- 
pose that they should be set absolutely free, and afforded 
a new and fair start to earn their livelihood ‘as best 
they can. We cannot assent to any such proposal. 
True it is that if a convict serves his full term of penal 
servitude, he is set free, whether it be three or five years. 
“If the sentence of five years,” it is therefore argued, 
“be remitted to three, or of three years be remitted to 
two, why is the convict more dangerous than if he were 
sentenced originally to the three or two years?” The 
argument is ingenious, but not, we think, sound. All 
terminable punishments must end at some time, and then 
no further right to treat the convict as a prisoner exists; 
but it is a mere farce to sentence a man to three years, 
if he knows that it only means two. The only possible 
result of such a system would be to increase the nominal 
terms of sentence. Ry brn — perp veo arid 
amalgamation of both systems might not be suggested 
which would be better than either taken alone, is; a 
matter which we hope to consider hereafter. It is of 
the essence of a sound system that a convict should 
thoroughly understand that one principal object of im- 
prisonment is his reformation, and if by good conduct he 
is to be allowed to obtain a definite remission of the 
sentence, he should also clearly understand that such re- 
mission will be strictly confined to his first offence, so 
that if he should‘ be a second time convicted, he would 
be imperatively required to serve his whole term. A 
system of this nature, rigidly carried out, would be more 
effectual than the proposed mutilation of Sir W. Crof- 
ton’s. 





PATENT LAW. 


While a commission is sitting to suggest reforms in the 
patent law, many thinking men have asked themselves, 
would not the best reform be a total abolition of all Jaw 
on the subject by striking out the exception in the 
Statute of Monopolies, and repealing all the subsequent 
Acts on the matter of patents. Nor is this view of 
the matter a new one among men who have devoted 
themselves to the subject, although as yet it has failed 
to obtain currency to any great extent among the 
general public; nor do we arrogate to ourselves 
anything like originality in the arguments which we 
ofter below in support of the affirmative, to which view, 
on the whole, the balance of our opinion inelines. 

In the first place, we admit that, as a general prin- 
ciple, the onus is on those who advocate any ch in 
the law, to show affirmatively, not merely that objec- 
tions to the present state of things exist, but also that 
the proposed alteration will in all human probability be 
beneficial; but we think that we are entitled to treat 
the question involved in the present case as exceptional, 
and to hold that the onus lies on those who uphold the 
existing state of the law to make a case for its mainte- 
nance; for it is an acknowledged principle that 
monopoly is an infringement of common right; . 
besides, the evil of monopolies in an economical view . 
are not to be doubted. Those, therefore, who support 
patent rights are in propriety bound to show why 
common right should infringed in this case, and in 
what manner the admitted economic evils are counter- 
balanced by other evils necessarily arising upon an 
alteration of the law, superior either in kind or in 
—in kind, as infringing a moral right in the patentees to 
the possession of their monopoly; or in degree, on: the 
ground that the interest of the public would suffer more 
by the abolition than by the maintenance of patent 
rights. 

“It must in this view be recollected that our law has 
never looked on the grant of a patent strictly as a right ; 
it is still, in form, a special grace of the Crown, and was 
originally so in substance also. The right of the Crown 
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to grant monopolies generally was denied in the 
strongest terms by the statute of James I., but a special 
power to that effect was conceded in the case of 
patents to the true and first inventors of useful arts and 
manufactures; still, the exercise of the power was always a 
matter of prerogative solely, and could in no case be 
claimed as a right by the subject. We are, however, not 
concerned to obtain a victory for either side in this 
discussion, and therefore, waiving all advantages of 

ition on either hand, we propose shortly to consider, 
frst, whether the inventor has any and what natu- 
ral moral right to the monopoly granted him by the 
patent law ; secondly, whether the interest of the public 
would suffer more by the abolition or by the main- 
tenance of patent privileges. 

On the first point then, it is commonly said that an 
inventor has a natural right of property in his own in- 
vention, and the phrase sounds plausible, and in one 
sense is true; in this sense it is conceded, but when the 
concession is thus obtained, it is attempted to use the 
phrase in another and a very different sense. To this 
we object. An inventor has no doubt an absolute 
moral right to make use of his own invention in any 
way that seems to him right; it is one of the crying 
evils of the present patent law that it constantly causes 
an infringement of this natural moral right: but an in- 
ventor has no natural right to prevent another man 
making use of that other man’s invention, which the 
present patent law very often nevertheless enables him 
to do; nay, he has no natural moral right to prevent 
his own invention being made use of by another man so 
long as he is allowed the free use of it also himself, and 

rovided the other man can discover the nature of the 
invention without infringing any other recognised right 
of the inventor; in fact, the laws of nature, and every 
possible application of them, are common property, and 
no man has a natural right to prevent any other from 
making use of them as he pleases, so long as by doing 
so he does not exclude his neighbour’s right to do the 
same. A man has a right to his own labour and its 
fruit, but he has no right to do more than claim the 
fruit of his labour; he does not, by making a coat out 
of another man’s cloth, obtain a right of property in 
the cloth itself; or, to use another illustration, if a man 
discover on common property a well he has indeed a 
right to draw water from it, and to the water which he 
has drawn, but he has no right to prevent others from 
drawing water from. it also, even though he be the first 
to discover it. And this leads us to the next natural 
right of an inventor; he has a right, if he please, to 
conceal his invention, so far as its concealment is 
naturally possible; if concealment be incompatible with 
user, then of course he must take his choice—either use 
and allow others to use, or conceal and forbear to use. 

Beyond these we cannot see any natural rights 
belonging to an inventor, and neither of these rights do 
we at all desire to interfere with, nor would the entire 
abolition of patent privileges in any way interfere with 
them. As we have before remarked, the maintenance 
of those privileges does in very many cases, in a far larger 
number than the general public has any conception of, 
interfere with the first mentioned right in more ways than 
one ; first, by absolutely forbidding a man who has made, 
independently, a similar discovery to that patented, to 
use his own discovery without license from the patentee ; 
secondly, by denying a man the use of the materials ne- 

for working out his own invention where those 
materials are themselves the subject of other patents ; 
and in this case, which occurs most frequently in cases 
of improvement of existing patents, the original patentee 
will frequently, if he think the improved invention is 
likely to interfere with the sale of the unimproved, 
absolutely refuse to grant the improver a license to use 
the original patent at any price which he could afford 
to pay for it. The former case is one much more com- 
mon than almost any one is apt to believe, because, as the 
existing state of knowledge in any particular branch of 





manufacture or science is well known to those who have 
given their attention to the particular subject, and the 

esiderata are equally known, the existing state of 
knowledge will, in many cases—we might say, in almost 
all—be itself suggestive of the tracks in which further 
investigation is likely to be rewarded by further dis- 
covery, and the desiderata also suggest a reason for ad- 
vancing in one direction, rather than another; this 
being so, many highly skilled minds are sure to 
be all advancing in pursuit of the same, or kindred 
objects, and by the same or approximate ways, and 
it is, therefore, not to be wondered at that they 
should frequently arrive at the same conclusions from 
the same premises; and it is a matter of daily ex- 
perience in science and manufacture, that this is, in point 
of fact, very frequently the case. So far then, as this’ 
natural moral right is concerned, the argument to be 
drawn from it is against patent right altogether. More- 
over, it is not really the great inventions or discoveries 
that are rewarded by means of patents: the true inven- 
tors or discoverers of the great truths and great princi- 
ples, to which all the little ones owe their existence, are, 
as a rule, unrewarded, for these great discoveries or in- 
ventions cannot be made the subjects of patents ; in fact, 
the more general the law or facts discovered, in other 
words, the greater the discovery, the more impossible is 
it to patent it. 

For example, the discovery that a magnet will point to 
the north when suspended freely, could not be patented at 
all ; and it is open to doubt, whether the application of this 
discovery to the steering of ships in general could be made 
the subject of a patent either ; and it certainly could not 
without giving the form of an instrument for the pur- 
pose: but the form of a new and improved compass 
could be made the subject of a patent without any doubt, 
and thus the larger inventor would have no reward at all, 
and the smaller the invention, the more secure the patent. 
So the discovery that the alkalies are metallic oxides 
was not a patentable discovery; but, this once done, a 
particular process of reducing any of them to the por 
metal might be patented; though, as to some of them, 
the means of doing so would probably have simul- 
taneously —— itself to four out of five chemists 
on the very first hearing of the invention, and not only 
a means, but almost the same identical means. Thus 
the real inventor has no reward but the gratitude of 
mankind and the glory that surrounds the name of 
Humphrey Davy ; while the first of the petty men, who 
describes in a specification what is equally known to 
four out of five men with the average knowledge of the 
time in chemistry, is enabled to deprive all the other 
subjects of the realm, including Davy himself, of the 
actual use of the most obvious process for the reduction 
of the metals in question. 

The capricious action, therefore, of the rule, accord- 
ing to which patent rights are conferred, is additional 
strong ground for refusing to confer them at all, unless 
some rule can be suggested which would act less capri- 
ciously and more justly in apportioning reward to merit 
of invention ; and none has ever, so far as we are aware, 
been suggested. This argument, however, touches the 
border line, and belongs as much, perhaps, to the second 
branch of our subject as to the first ; the discussion of 
which we must reserve for a future occasion, as we 
ore, already exceeded the reasonable limits of an 
article. 








REAL PROPERTY LAW. 


EnxroiMent oF DisEnTAiLinc Degps. 
Crocker v. Waine, Q. B., 12 W. R. 905. 

Among the public of Great Britain a very common 
idea prevails that the estates of our great landed families 
are, as a general rule, permanently entailed, and that 
nothing but an Act of Parliament, or some unusual and 
extraordinary combination of circumstances, can possibly 
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set them free. Lawyers, however, are of course aware 
that this is not the case, that permanent entails exist 
only in a few exceptional instances, and that such entails 
cannot, under any circumstances, be created by an indi- 
vidual, The error under which the generality of people 
labour has no doubt arisen from the practice of succes- 
sive entails of lands by marriage settlements, a plan almost 
universally employed with the view of preventing the 
young and thoughtless from alienating the ancestral 
acres which in sober old age they will be only too glad 
to have kept in penne of the family. These deeds, 
however, can only operate for a very limited period, and 
lands can only be inalienably tied up in this manner 
during the minority of the eldest son of the marriage: 
nor is there any mode by which alienation can be pre- 
vented beyond the heirs of persons in esse at the time of 
settlement, and twenty-one years after the decease of 
the last survivor. 

It can hardly be necessary, in a periodical addressed, 
as this is, to the profession, to remind our readers that 
this state of things has a historical, not a juridical, 
origin: or that on the passing of the statute De Donis, 
in the reign of Edward [., estates tail were rendered practi- 
cally interminable otherwise than by failure of heirs. 
Neither do we think it necessary to refer at any length to 
Taltarwm’s case, or the astounding audacity with which 
King Edward IV.’s judges ovale themselves of a most 
transparent fiction to get over the difficulty which the 
law of entail had placed in the way of the Crown in its 
attempts to enforce a forfeiture of the estates of the 
Lancastrians; nor yet to the law and practice of fines 
and common recoveries, which are, we doubt not, vividly 
impressed on the memory of many of our readers; we will 
therefore proceed at once to consider the change effected 
in 1833, when the “Act for the abolition of fines and 
recoveries and for the substitution of more simple modes 
of assurance” was yond. 

The object of the Act is sufficiently expressed 
in the title. It was not intended either to en- 
large or abridge the powers of owners, but merely 
to enable them to exercise their actually existing 
rights with less trouble and expense. Accordingly, 
that which could before be accomplished by a fictitious 
action, was now to be done simply by a deed ; but it 
was provided that in general such a deed should not be 
valid unless all persons consented thereto whose concur- 
rence would theretofore have been necessary to give 
effect to the proceedings under the old law. With this 
general description we pass over the various special 
rules relating to the appointment of a “ protector” 
which are to be found in the Act. Those rules do not 
touch the point decided in the case above mentioned, 
which turned‘exclusively on the subject of enrolment. 
It is provided by section 41 that “no assurance by 
which any disposition of lands shall be effected under 
this Act by a tenant in tail” (with certain exceptions) 
“shall have any operation under this Act, unless it be 
enrolled in his Majesty's High Court of Chancery 
within six calendar months after the execution 
thereof.” 

Upon the construction of this provision, after a lapse of 
thirty-one years, a question of some nicety was raised in 
the above-mentioned case, the result of which might, 
in the event of a different decision, have been entirely 
to upset the prevailing practice in matters of entail, and 
to shake materially three-fourths of the titles in 
England. Our readers, or most of them, are 
aware that it is usual to enrol only the actual disentail- 
ing deed, often a short indenture of not more than 
twenty folios, and to re-settle the property or convey it 
to a purchaser by a separate deed, which is not enrolled, 
thus saving the expense and publicity attendant upon 
the enrolment of the actual settlement or conveyance. 
This course had been pursued in the case above named, 
and accordingly, while the deed formally barring the 
estate tail had been duly enrolled, the mortgage and re- 
settlement, which were part of the same transaction, had 





not been enrolled. Hence it became the interest of the 

plaintiff (a subsequent m ) to contend that the - 
Act required these deeds also to be enrolled, and that, 

as this had not been done, they were inoperative under 

the section in question. 

By section 15 it is enacted that “every actual tenant 
in tail shall have full power to dispose of for 
an estate in fee simple absolute the lands en- 
tailed ;” and, as we have seen, by section 41, the assu- 
rance by which any disposition wnder the Act is made is 
to be enrolled. Hence the question was twofold—first, 
is a deed which merely converts the estate tail into a 
fee simple in the hands of the original owner an 
assurance by which a disposition under the Act is made? 
and secondly, if so, is a disposition by which the tenant 
in tail, as part of the same transaction, transfers his 
newly-acquired fee to a purchaser, a disposition under 
the Act ? 

Now, under ordinary circumstances, to dispose of 
property means to sell or get rid of it; but this is 
only a loose and popular use of the word, which pro- 
perly signifies “to set in a different place,” and, there- 
fore, “to deal with,” “to arrange.” isposi 
in arts and science and in general signifies 
‘collocation’ or ‘arrangement’: and in ethion ‘cha- 
racter’; i.e., mental or moral arrangement. Hence there 
is nothing in the original and i of 
the word disposition, to prevent it from embracing in its 
scope an assurance by a man in his own favour, by which 
an estate is created different from that which pre- 
viously existed. We may remark, that although 
there is a very elaborate interpretation clause to 
the Act, this word is entirely ‘unnoticed therein. 
The correlation of the verb “dispose of” in section 16 
and elsewhere throughout the Act to “ disposition” asused 
therein is so obvious, that the signification of the former 
must be governed by that of the latter. 

Moreover, the expression used is not only “dis- 
position,” but “ disposition under the Act ;” which elearly 
implies (if once it be admitted that that may be a dis- 
position which is not a sale) any mode of or 
requiring for its efficacy the power given by the Act. 
But, as we have already pointed out, the avowed object 
of the Act is merely to effect by “more simple modes ” 
ali that it had theretofore been possible to do by fines 
and recoveries ; and the violent innovation which would 
have rendered tenants in tail incapable of creating a fee 
simple in themselves (except by a fictitious sale and re- 
sale), would scarcely have been introduced merely by 
the use of an ambiguous word. Hence we should natu- 
rally conclude, almost on purely grammatical grounds, 
that a mere disentailing deed, not altering the possession, 
is a disposition within the meaning of the Act. 

Then comes the second question. Is it or not neces- 
sary that aii the deeds executed as part of the transaction 
neve bs — This was the contention o ym 
tiff in the principal case, and was supported argu- 
ment that the word “disposition” must be used in the 
same sense everywhere in the Act, and must mean all 
the deeds by which, as one transaction, the conveyance 
to the purchaser was effected. On this point the counsel 
for the defendant relied on the practice under the old 
law, by which the fine or recovery only was recorded, and 
not the concurrent deed of conveyance. similar 
course, they contended, was doubtless contemplated by this 
Act, which only purported to substitute an easier mode 
of attaining similar ends. 
ae Court were unanimous in favour of the defen- 

t. 

It must, indeed, be obvious that if we grant that a 
tenant in tail may under the Act acquire a fee — 
himself, any subsequent dealing with the property, - 
ever connected in point of time or with the 
disentailing deed, is a disposition by him as tenant in 
fee rac and therefore not under the Act; whilst the 
equitable principles, on which a number of deeds or 


other things are occasionally treated as all part and 
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parcel of the same transaction, do not apply to a mere 
technical objection of this sort, in which no question of 
conduct, trust, or other matter of equity, properly so 
called, arises at all. 

We are glad that the question has been conclusively 
set at rest, in the only way in which it could have been 
satisfactorily determined. 








BANKRUPTCY LAW. 


Ex parte Suitu, Re Suitu, L.C., May 25 and June 8. 

A question of some importance in the administration 

of the bankrupt law, and which has been more than 
once raised before the commissioners, without, however, 
producing any distinct judgment upon the point, has at 
last received authoritative determination in the above 
case. 
It is now clearly decided that neither the Court of 
Bankruptcy, as a Court, nor the Lord Chancellor sitting 
in Bankruptcy or in Chancery, has any jurisdiction to 
discharge out of custody a debtor taken on a ca. sa. 
issuing out of one of the supreme courts of common law, 
on the ground that he had obtained protection under the 
bankruptcy laws. 

The facts of the case in question were very simple, and 
calculated directly to raise the point, so that nothing 
can be more conclusive of the principle than the judg- 
ment delivered. Smith, the debtor, had suffered judg- 
ment in an action on a bill of exchange, which was 
entered up on some day subsequent to the 17th December, 
1863. On the 12th’ December, 1863, he had executed a 
trust deed under the Bankruptcy Act 1861,which was after- 
wards duly registered. On the 9th February, 1864, he gave 
notice of the deed to the plaintiff in the action, notwith- 
standing which he was, on the 23rd April, taken under a 
ca. sa, issuing out of the Court of Exchequer; and an ap- 
plication for his release, which was made on the 30th 
April to Baron Martin in chambers, was refused. 

Under these circumstances a similar application was 
made to Mr. Commissioner Goulburn, and refused by him 
on the 7th of May, whereupon the present appeal to the 
Lord Chancellor was brought and dismissed. It is hard 
to see how it could have met with any other fate, though 
the decision apparently produces the admitted anomaly 
of “a wrong without a remedy.” 

The statute expressly provides that no process is to be 
available without leave of the Court of Bankruptcy, and 
yet that Court is unabie to prevent the execution of such 
process, or to set it aside after it has been executed. In 
the very improbable event of a conflict of decisions in 
the different courts of this country as to the true con- 
struction of the trust deed clauses of this Act, if the 
common law courts were to disregard as invalid deeds 
which the Court of Bankruptcy supported as sufficient, 
it might well happen that debtors might be detained in 
prison in defiance of the protection given them by the 
Act, while no power existed anywhere sufficient to procure 
their release; unless indeed, which we much doubt, it 
could be effected Ly habeas corpus. 

But notwithstanding this objection, which in the 
present temper of our courts we take to be more theoreti- 
eal than practical, it is impossible, consistently with the 
principles which must ever govern the conduct of courts 
of co-ordinate jurisdiction, to hold that the judgments of 
one such court can be indirectly reversed by the action of 
another in setting aside its process. We remember hear- 
ing the case of Smith v. Whitmore somewhat grotesquely 
described as “ an appeal to Vice-Chancellor Wood against 
a judgment of the Exchequer Chamber,” but this de- 
scription, though a burlesque of the case in question, 
would, miutato nomine tantum, be a perfectly apt and 
accurate representation of such a proceeding as that 
attempted in the principal case. 








COURTS. 


COURT OF QUEEN'S BENCH. 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius, before the Lorp Carer Justice and a 
Special Jury.) 

June 20.—Foster v. Chorley.—This was an action by a 
client against his attorney for improperly settling p' 
which he had been instructed to take against the promoters of 
“ The Midland Banking Company, Limited.” The company 
was established in 1862,and among the promoters were two 
persons named Stevens and Kimberley; and also, as he said, 
the plaintiff. Kimberley was an attorney; it did mot appear 
what Stevens was, except that he was “a promoter.” The 
plaintiff had been secretary to the “Commercial Schools” 
charity, and he acted also as secretary to the new company 
during its original and preliminary state of existence—that is, 
he acted as secretary to the promoters of the company, of 
whom, as he said, he was one. As soon as the company was 
completely registered, the first board of directors (of which 
Stevens was chairman) proceeded to vote about £6,000 as 
promotion money”—a phrase of which the Lord Chief 
Justice asked an explanation, but of which no other explana- 
tion was given than that it was money voted to the promoters, 
About April, 1863, on the complete establishment of the com- 
pany, the plaintiff, for some reason, ceased to be secretary, and 
left the company. He claimed £150 as arrears of salary, of 
which he said only £100 was “ voted’’ to him, and only £80 
paid, and he also claimed a share of the sam of £6,000 pro- 
motion money. ‘This claim the directors repudiated, saying 
that he never had been anything more than secretary. After 
some correspondence, the defendant, as attorney for the plain- 
tiff, issued writs against Kimberley and Stevens respectively, 
and against the company. 

These actions, as well as an action by a shareholder named 
Walton, were compromised on the footing of an undertaking, 
on the true terms of which the whole question turned, Ac- 
cording to the copy produced by the defendant, and according 
to the evidence both of Mr. Morris (of the firm of Ashurst, 
Turner, & Morris, attorneys for the company) and Mr. 
Chorley, it was headed in the actions of “ Walton v. The 
Midlund Bank, Foster v. Stevens and Kimberley, and Foster 
v. The Midland Bank,” and was addressed to Foster and 
Chorley, as his attorney, and signed by Morris, and ran 
thus:—“ In consideration of your staying all proceedings on 
these causes, and undertaking to return to me the papers con- 
nected with them, and in the meantime to keep them ina 
sealed packet, I hereby personally undertake to pay to you, 
Mr. Walton, the sum of £806, and also to pay to you, Mr. 
Foster, such sum as shall be agreed upon as just and reason- 
able by me and Mr. Chorley, as your attorney; this arrange- 
ment to be carried into effect within a month from this date. 
It is to be distinctly understood that I have explained to Mr. 
Chorley that I am in no way morally inculpated in the charges 
against certain directors and officers of the Midland Banking 
Company, and he has expressed himself satisfied upon the 
subject; and that my motive in giving this undertaking has 
been explained to Mr. Chorley.” The plaintiff contended 
that this was not the undertaking really given, and that that 
undertaking was absolute and unconditional as regarded him- 
self as well as Walton, and was a simple undertaking to pay 
money. Thereupon the plaintiff waited for the month, 
and the actions both by him and Walton were dropped. At 
the end of the month Chorley and Morris met again, for the 
purpose of the payment of Walton’s money, and the original 
undertaking was given up to Morris, and by him destroyed, 
and another given to the following effect :— 

“In re the Midland Banking Company and Stevens and 
Kimberley v. Foster. In consideration of your staying all 
proceedings in these cases, I hereby personally undertake that 
my clients, the Midland Banking Company, and also that 
Messrs. Stevens and Kimberley, as promoters, shall pay such 
suins to you, Mr. Foster, as shal] be agreed upon as being most 
reasonable by me and your attorney, Mr. Chorley, the under- 
standing being that the arrangement shall be carried into 
effect within a month from this date.” . 

There was no dispute as to the terms of this second docu- 
ment. But it was a great point in dispute whether the original 
undertaking was or was not absolute and unconditional; and it 
appeared that at the time there was a dispute between Morris 
and Chorley about the matter. A few days afterwards Chorley 
sent to Morris a written authority from his client Foster, in 
these terms:— ; 

“T authorise you to receive from Mr, Morris two several 
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sums of £250 and £120, due to me, and guaranteed to be paid 
to me by Mr. Morris.” 
And also an affidavit by Foster, which ran thus:— 

“I hereby swear that Messrs, Stevens & Kimberley are in- 

debted to me in the sum of £250, on account of my services in 
the promotion and establishment of the Midland Banking 
Company, and that the company are indebted to me in £120 
for the balance of salary due to me.” 
According to Mr. Morris, he at once repudiated and rejected 
this view of the transaction, and insisted that the claims were 
to be examined and gone into, and he now declared that he 
tad always been ready to enter into such an inquiry. Foster, 
however, insisted that he was entitled to absolute payment ori 
the expiration of a month, and this action was brought, in 
which he complained that Chorley, as his attorney, had neg- 
lected to inform him of the terms of the settlement, and had 
detained it from him. 

Mr. Waddy conducted the case for the plaintiff; Mr. Cole- 
ridge, Q.C., Mr. Raymond, and Mr. Kemp, were for the defen- 
dant 


The Lorp Cuter Justice summed up the case to the jury at 
some length, and in doing so said the action was, in his opinion, 
unfortunate and ill-advised. The action, he observed, was not 
for making a bad settlement, neither was it for improperly 
gre up the original undertaking, but merely for not informing 

of it, and for detaining it. But of what document was 
a detention charged? Not of the second, for there was never 
any demand for it, and as to the first, it had been destroyed; 
and though, doubtless, if an attorney improperly destroyed a 
document he would be liable in an action for negligence, that 
would not apply where it was within his province and his power 
to substitute for it one equally valid and equally for his client’s 
benefit; and, assuming that the original was not absolute, the 
second clearly was as good as the first. Moreover, the attorney 
would have a lien on the document for his costs, at least for a 
reasonable time. Finally, even if the detention was wrongful, 
what was the damage?—Verdict for the defendant. 


— Levite v. Lewis,—This was an action against an at- 
torney in the Albany, named Charles Lewis, for slander and 
assault, both of which were denied, The extraordinary feature 
of the case was that a circumstantial story, distinctly deposed 
to by three persons on the one side, was totally denied upon 
the other, 

Mr. Hawkins, Q.C., Mr. Serjeant Ballantine, and Mr. 

ifits were for the plaintiff; Mr. Huddleston, Q.C., and Mr. 
J, Best were for the defendant. 

The plaintiff, an attorney’s clerk, swore positively that on 
the 4th of March, between eleven and twelve o’clock a.m., he 
went with two men named Rogers and Abrahams, to the 
defendant’s, and met him on the staircase, and served him with 
a demand in writing upon him, on the part of Edward Law- 
rence Levy, who is his nephew, and that the defendant called 
him a “perjurer” and a “convicted thief,” and struck him 
with a stick. 

The two men, Rogers and Abrahams, one “a commission 
agent,” the other “a furniture broker,” who said they went 
with the plaintiff, confirmed his story. 

On the other side the defendant, who has been in practice 
as an attorney forty-five years, was called as a witness, and 
totally denied the entire story, never having met the plaintiff, 
he swore, at all; and this denial was confirmed by a respect- 
able looking man, the head porter, whose box is close to the 
spot where the scene was said to have occurred, and was pre- 
sent at the time, and must, he said, have seen it if it had oc- 
curred, and he swore that he had not witnessed it. 

The jury apparently believed both stories, for they found for 
the plaintiff as to the slander—damages, ono farthing; for 
the defendant as to the assault. 





BAIL COURT. 
(Before Mr. Justice Mettor and a Common Jury.) 

June 16.— Thacker and Wife v. Litchfield—This was an 
action to recover the sum £75 from the defendant, a solicitor 
practising in Newcastle-under-Lyme, 

Mr. Gray, Q.C., and Mr. M’Mahon, appeared for the plain- 
tifis; Mr. Huddleston, Q.C.,and Mr. Macnamara, for the de- 
fendant. 

The male plaintiff isa beer shop keeper in Fenton, and the 
two plaintiffs had lived together us man and wife for twenty- 
three years before the occurrence which led to these proceed- 
ings. The female plaintiff had been married toa man named 
Ridgett, on whose death she wished Thacker to have the 
marriage ceremony again gone through, but he refused. She 





then left his house, taking their daughter with her and about 
£200 in money. He charged her with ‘stealing the 
money, and she was apprehended and taken before a 

Her brother employed the defendant to defend her, e 
male plaintiff instructed Mr. J. A. Stevenson, a sitor at 
Stoke-upon-Trent and a magistrate’s clerk, to prosecute, 

was committed for trial, and bail successfully opposed by Mr. 
Stevenson on the ground that the money was not f 
The defendant and Stevenson afterwards met at the hotel near 
the police court at Longton, and it was arranged between 

that if £75 were handed over to Stevenson for safe custody 
opposition to the bail should be withdrawn. The female plain- 
tiff’s brother gave the money to the defendant, who handed it 
over to Stevenson, and she was liberated on bail. In the mean- 
time the plaintiffs made up their differences, and the bill was 
ignored by the grand jury, no evidence being offered. Appli- 
cation was then made to the defendant for the £75, but he was 
unable to return it, as Mr. Stevenson retained it. 

Mr. Stevenson was called for the defendant. He deposed 
that, though a magistrate’s clerk, he did not act as such for 
the magistrates who committed the female plaintiff for trial, 
but for others. He had received the £75, and the brother was 
received as bail. In answer to the Court he said that he had 
paid £40 for Thacker’s forfeited recognizance, at his express 
desire, and that he had a claim of £25 or £26 for conducting 
the prosecution, and was ready to pay over the balance, 
he had always treated as Thacker’s. 

Mr. Justice MELLor.—It is very much like compounding a 
felony, and I am sorry I cannot approve of your con 

Mr, Stevenson said he was very sorry to hear his Lordshi 
express such an opinion. He had acted in good faith, 
under the impression that he was acting right. In reply to a 
question, he said he was paid two guineas for at the 
first day before the magistrates. Thacker authorised him to 
prosecute and pay the forfeited recognizance. 

The learned JupGg, in summing up, said the real question 
was, whether the defendant was authorised to hand the 
over to Stevenson. That he did so was beyond all doubt, and 
the utmost that could be said against him was that he had 
acted incautiously. Whether he could recover the money 
from Stevenson was not for them to decide, but the defendant 
was liable if he had not proved to their satisfaction that he 
was authorised to hand over the money. He was directed to ” 
do the best he could for the female plaintiff. 

The jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff. 

Mr. Justice Mettor said he hoped some consideration would 
be shown to the defendant, who had acted in good faith. 

The jury unanimously concurred. 

Mr. M’ Mahon said it should be attended to. 


os 


COURT OF COMMON PLEAS, 
(Sittings at Nisi Prius before Mr. Justice Bries and Special 
Juries.) 

June 16.—Milligen v. Johnstone—~This was an action for 
a libel in the Morning Herald, brought against the defendant 
as proprietor. 

Mr. Hawkins, Q.C., and Mr. 7, Aston a for the 
plaintiff; Mr. 1, Chambers, Q.C., and Mr. Barnard for the 
defendant. 

The libel complained of appeared in a leading article on the 
24th of March last, in reference to certain answers to adver- 
tisements for places by servant-maids, it appearing that the 
object of the writers was an immoral one. ress upon 
these letters was 151, Cheapside. The article contained the 
following passages:—“ Who is the scoundrel who uses this 
address for his crime? Is there more than one? "Who and 
what are they? Who employs them? Who permits the use 
of the address in such a defiance of good fame and public 
opinion? . + « We turn to the “ London Directory” 
and endeavour to see who is recorded there as living or having 
a place of business at ‘151, Cheapside,’ and here is our 
quotation, ‘151, Milligen, Miss Kate, Umbrella Maker; 151, 
Central Newsrooms, William Francis Wellbeloved, Manager.’ 
Now, after the horrible imputations under which ‘151, © 
side,’ has lain for the last fortnight, it seems to us 
Milligen or Mr. Wellbeloved, if they be aught b 
umbrarum, ought as honest people to assist in rem 
opprobrium which attaches to their place of business. 
opprobrium, we may briefly remind our readers, results 
this address of 151, Cheapside, having been given by 
persons presumed to be concerned in a for 
young women for immoral purposes.” is was the 
plained of, and the inuendoes in the declaration alleged 
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“it imputed that the plaintiff was suspected of having allowed 
the use of this address for the purposes mentioned.” Mr. 
Wellbeloved denied that he had anything to do with, or know- 
ledge of, the parties using this address, and his letter was 
printed in the Morning Herald and Standard of March 28th. 
On March 30th the Morning Herald inserted a paragraph in 
large type, which was also printed in the Standard, express- 
ing their regret that their remarks had occasioned annoy- 
ance to Miss Milligen, and begging ‘*to disclaim any inten- 
tion of ascribing blame to her, or alleging against her any 
participation in the proceeding complained of,” and expressing 
readiness to insert any denial that Miss Milligen chose to 
write, Notwithstanding this, and a subsequent disclaimer on 
April 2nd, to the same effect, this action was brought. 

For the defence it was contended that the article was in 
intention good, and written for the purpose of puting down a 
public scandal; that it was entirely without malice to Miss 
Milligen, to whom it imputed nothing, but asked her “ to assist 
in removing the opprobrium which attached to her place of 
business ;” and that the article complained of was fulfilling a 
duty which devolved on the public press. 

Mr, Justice Bytes left it to the jury to say whether the 
libel had the meaning imputed to it; if s0, they must find for 
the plaintiff, with such damages as they thought she ought to 
have. But if they thought it was an honest endeavour to ex- 
pose and put down an abominable attempt at profligacy, and 
not intending to impute the suspicion on the plaintiff alleged, 
they must find for the defendant. 

The jury retired, and after a long absence, in the course of 
which they twice unsuccessfully applied to the parties to re- 
ceive the verdict of a majority, fonnd a verdict for the plaintiff 
—forty shillings damages. 





COURT OF BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner FANE.) 

June 17.—In re W. F. Windham.—In this bankruptcy 
Mr, Sargood, on behalf of the assignees, now asked that a 
second summons should be allowed to issue for the examina- 
tion of Mrs. Windham. ‘The usual course would be to apply 
for a warrant, but, considering the peculiar circumstances of 
the case, the assignees were not desirous of taking that ex- 
treme step, unless a second default were made. 

His Honour granted a peremptory summons accordingly. 

It is stated that the intended inquiry has reference to pro- 
perty alleged to be in the possession of Mrs. Windham, 

(Before Mr. Registrar MurRAyY.) 

June 21.—Mrs, Windham, the wife of the bankrupt, and 
Mr. J. P. Davis, the well-known money-dealer, were examined 
by Mr. Sargood on behalf of the assignees of the estate. 

The appearance in court of Mrs. Windham excited con- 
siderable interest. The bankrupt was fresent during the 
examination. 


(Before Mr. Commissioner Hotroxp.) 
In re Rahn.—In this case, which was mentioned last 
week,* Mr. Aldridge moved to make the rule for dismissal of 
the petition absolute. No cause had been shown against 
either of the rules obtained. 

Mr. Commissioner Hotroyp immediately dismissed the 
petition. 

With regard to Thomas Parker, it was intimated that pro- 
ceedings were pending elsewhere. 








SHOREDITCH COUNTY COURT. 
(Before Mr. DasEnt.) 
June 18.—Randall v. Maynard.—This was an action to 
recover thirty shillings, balance of an account for drapery 


8. 

Plaintiff's witness deposed that the defendant owed the 
money claimed. 

His Honour.—Have you ever seen him? 

Witness—Many times, and he has paid me moneys on 
account. Iam quire sure it was not his wife but himself that 
paid me. 

His Honour.—I ask you the question because I have so 
many of these cases before me, and I very well know by this 
time the routine of the whole system, It is a rule for the 
tallyman to go round with his pack, and coolly walk into any 
one’s parlour, where he displays his wares to the admiring gaze 

‘of a weak woman. Cf course everything is very pretty and 
very tempting, but the woman is half afraid to buy in the ab- 


* 8 Sol. Jour, 655. 








sence of her husband, tor these visits are generally made when 
the husband is sure to be out. Then comes the specious argy. 
ment that the things are cheap, and need only be paid forg 
shilling or so at a time; and this, coupled with the pro mise 
that she will never be troubled for the money, induces the 
woman to become a pledge of the husband’s credit for her paltry 
finery. So long as her husband isin work, so long does the 
tallyman get his occasional shilling, but when the day of mis. 
fortune arrives, down comes the tallyman, armed with the 
county court process. 

On further investigation it appeared that the goods had been 
bought by the defendant's sister-in-law, and that he had been 
induced to go security for her, whereupon his Honour ordered 
payment of the debt, subject to a small deduction for over. 


charge. 

WEST INDIAN INCUMBERED ESTATES COURT, 

(Before Henry J. Stonox, Esq., Chief Commissioner.) 

June 21.—In the matter of Robert Sutherland (deceased), 
ev parte Sir Roderick Impey Murchison and another, peti. 
tioners; Re Alexander M‘Leod (deceased), John Cochrane 
and another, petitioners; Re John M‘Fee (deceased), John 
Grant and Robert Grant, petitioners. The following. sugar 
estates, situate in the parishes of Charlotte and St. George, in 
the Island of St. Vincent, were sold by auction by Messrs, 
Leifchild & Cheffins, under orders pronounced by the Chief 
Commissioner in the above matters, and realised the following 
prices, viz.:—Waterloo, containing 430 acres, £5,050; Orange 
Hill, containing 430 acres, £4,010; one-half of Sans Sous, 
containing 315 acres, £3,700; Mount Greenan, containing 
366 acres, £4,100; Jambou Vale, containing 287 acres, 
£1,050; Peruvian Vale, containing 332 acres, £700; and 
Henry’s Vale, containing 301 acres, £700, 











GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


ConveYancine Costs, 

Sir.—In your Journal of the 11th instant, a correspondent, 
signing “ One that Knows,” informs a previous correspondent, 
“ A Subscriber,” and, I presume, your readers generally, that 
certain solicitors in South Moulton and Barnstaple prepare 
conveyances for £1 1s. each. Perhaps your correspondent, 
who apparently knows all about it, would inform me whether 
the charge of £1 1s. is, like the charge referred to in the letter 
of “ A Subscriber,” ‘* the usual charge against a purchaseri 
relation to a conveyance in ordinary cases,” or is it merely for 
drawing and engrossing, which, if the conveyance be fifteen 
folios, is the usual charge here. I think I may infer that the 
costs alluded to by your correspondent “ A Subscriber ” are 
inclusive of attendances and settling, which I conceive are 
undoubtedly very moderate, and what no conscientious person 
would hesitate to pay. If solicitors were to take the contents 
of your correspondent’s letter of the 31st ult, ‘as a rulein 
charging for conveyancing, and especially in the country 
where the practice is almost entirely in that branch, when 
might an articled clerk who intends to practice in the country 
expect areturn of the cash paid for learning the profession, 
and the duty, and also a moderate sum expended for neces 
saries during his clerkship, to say nothing about no pay during 
that time? An INTENDED MODERATE CHARGER. 

Ellesmere, June 15. 





LANDLORD AND TENANT. 

Sir,—A. granted a lease of a house to B. for twenty-one 
years; the lease ran out four years since, and B, conti 
tenant at same rent asin Jease. No claim was made on ex- 
piration of lease for dilapidations. The landlord serves B. 
now with notice of dilapidations after lease has expired. 

The question therefore is, is B. liable under the expired 
lease to repair, he having since occupied only as a yearly 
tenant, and a new tenancy thus created? An opinion will 
oblige K. F. J., a SUBSCRIBER. 

June 16, 1864, 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Georce Francts, Esq., of Gray’s-inn and the Home Cir- 
cuit, to be Recorder of Faversham. 


Epwarp VaucHan Raprorp, of Atherstone, Warwickshire, 





gentleman, to be a Commissioner to administer oaths in’ the 


High Court of Chancery. 
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PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS, 
Thursday, June 16. 
IMPROVEMENT OF LAND Acts (1864) Bit. 

In committee on this bill Lord St. Leonarn’s disapproved 
some of the provisions of the bill, and said that he thought a 
bolder measure was never brought forward. 

Lord Portman and the EARL or Matmespury defended 
the bill. 

The Lord CHANcELLor said that if the law relating to 
Janded property had been allowed to remain in all respects as 
it was sixty years ago, that law would have operated as a con- 
tinual drag upon the progress of society. By this bill no 
charge could be created for more than twenty-five years, and 
in most cases the tenant for life might be expected to survive 
that term, so that the estate would be handed down to his suc- 
cessor improved and unencumbered. Of late years powers for 
the improvement of land had been granted to private com- 
panies, of varying and conflicting characters, and it had be- 
come necessary to enact general and definite powers. The 
present bill had been discussed with the greatest care in the 
select committee. 

Earl Grey said that if the noble and learned lord (St. 
Leonard’s) wished to abolish the whole system of settlement 
of landed estates, he had only to act upon the narrow principle 
of preventing improvements which seemed to meet with his 
approbation. It was only the relaxation of the old. laws dur- 
ing the last twenty years, which had prevented the law of 
settled estates from being swept away as an intolerable nuisance 
to the country. 

Lord Sr. Leonarps said that he never had been opposed to 
rational progress and improvement; nor had any one assisted 
more than he had in removing from the statute book all enact- 
ments which were no longer necessary. 

The bill then went through committee. 

Lord ReDESDALE agreed with this bill. 

Lord BrouGHam wished to say two words in justice to Lord 
St. Leonard’s, It was a very great mistake to suppose or re- 

t him as an enemy to the improvement of the law. On 
the contrary, he was bound to bear testimony to the great 
value of the help he had received in all his measures of law 
amendment from his noble and learned friend. 


County Courts AMENDMENT BIxt, 

Lord Brovucuam presented a petition from Nottingham 
against this bill. He said that in thousands of cases debts 
would never be recovered if the parties had not the fear of im- 
prisonment hanging over their heads, 

Friday, June 17. 
LzEDs v. WAKEFIELD. 

The Lorp CHAMBERLAIN read her Majesty’s answer to the 
address agreed to by their lordships on this subject to the effect 
that the 6th of August had been fixed by the judges of the 
Midland Circuit for holding the next assize at Leeds. If it 
should hereafter appear expedient to appoint any other place 
for holding an assize in the West Riding, the subject should 
be again referred to the Privy Council. 

Tuesday, June 21. 

ArroRNEYs AND SoLicrrors REMUNERATION, &c., BILL. 

The Lorp CHANCELLOR, in moving the second reading of 
this bill, said—This bill contains, my Lords, provisions of vary- 
ing character, which my experience in the office I have had 
the honour to hold has convinced me will be of great impor- 
tance in the improvement of the law. One of the most impor- 
tant, and that by which the bill commences, relates to the 
present mode of remunerating solicitors and attorneys. The 
vicious manner in which this most necessary and most honour- 
able order of practitioners is remunerated lies at the root of 
many of the abuses in the administration of the law. Their 
remuneration varies in many instances inversely as the skill, 
ability, or judgment employed upon the work. Take the 
ordinary case of a solicitor employed to draw up a deed of an 
important character, and requiring considerable judgment. 
If he strung together a number of common forms his deed 
might reach, and fairly, to 200 folios, for which he would get 
ten guineas, Suppose that by great care and judgment he 
reduces those 200 folios to 100, thereby avoiding great prolixity 
and uncertainty, he finds that he has reduced his profit to five 
guineas; and if by a still’ greater exercise of judgment he re- 
duces the 200 to 50 folios he gets but two guineas and a-half; 





and in consequence of his inability to make any ial con- 
tract, he is in all cases compelled to seek his reward for direct 
services, which are unpaid, indirectly through the.medium 
of long drafts, long pleadings, and unneccessary writing. I do 
not mean to apply the system of this bill to costs as 

party and party, but to all dealings whatever between é 
and client. I desire to emancipate the attorney, and at the 
same time to emancipate the client, being convinced the result 
will be that the business will be done in less time, at less 
cost, with a greater amount of certainty, with a greater amount 
of skill, and that both parties immediately concerned, as well 
as the public, will be gainers by the alteration, In Seotland 
there has existed for a very long time a system of paying for 
conveyancing according to the value of the property. . The 
same rule prevails in France and other countries. Next, with 
respect to reversions, there is an arbitrary rule which remainc 
in the courts, much to the disadvantage of owners, which throws 
on the purchasers of such interests the duty of proving that they 
gave full value therefor. This I propose to abolish, I pass on 
now to another rule which is a similar example of the inter- 
position of the court, and, I think, is productive of the same 
description of evil. By the common law a husband is invested 
upon his marriage with all the personal property which iseither 
in possession or which he may reduce into possession 

the marriage, But, by the rules of courts of equity, if a mar- 
ried woman becomes entitled to property after her marriage, 
and if the husband cannot obtain that property without the 
aid of a court of equity, the Court will not in unless the 
hueband makes a settlement upon the wife and upon the ehil- 
dren of the marriage. Experience has satisfied me that benefit 
would arise by putting a stop to the unnecessary interposition of 
equity here. I pass now to another point, for which I desire 
the particular attention of your Lordships, and I trust that the 
alteration which is proposed will be regarded with approbation 
by the House. ‘There exists in England, in the distribution 
of a man’s property among his creditors after his death, the 
greatest anomaly and the greatest uncertainty. Your Lord- 
ships are aware that where the property consists of legal assets, 
specialty debts obtain a priority, while, in the case of equitable 
assets, the debts are paid pari passu without distinction. Your 
Lordships will recognise at once what a fertile cause of litiga- ’ 
tion this is, and I propose that such an anomaly should not 
continue. I will now mention one alteration of a not very 
material character with respect to judgments for dilapidations. 
The succeeding incumbent has a right to sue his predecessor 
for dilapidations, but he has no right to rank as a creditor 
until all the other debts have been paid. Many instances have 
been brought before me in which upon the death of incumbents 
their property has been found insufficient for the payment of 
debts, and, consequently, the claims for dilapidations have re- 
mained unsatisfied. 1 propose by this bill to place claims for 
dilapidations on the same footing as simple contract debts. 
Power is also given by the Act to any person wi to dis- 
pose of his propetty by will, tomake the Court of Chancery his 
trustee for receiving and distributing it. 

Lord BroveHam, though he saw some objections to por- 
tions of this bill, believed it contained some valuable pro- 
visions. 

Lord St. Lronarps said the tendency of the law hitherto 
had been to protect the client against the attorney, who was 
quite able to take care of himself. At the time of signing the 
contract the client could not know the value of the service 
which he would receive. He illustrated his position by reference 
to the case of Kennedy v. Broun. | There never was a case in 
which interference was less called for, or one in which the 
remedy proposed by his noble and Jearned friend would work 
more mischief. It would strike at all confidence between 
attorney and client. He objected strongly to the provisions 
enabling a solicitor or trustee to charge full costs, and enabling 
executors to sell real estate. He regretted that he could not 


support the bill. 
Lord CuetmsrorD thought the measure ought not to have 
included so many subjects having no connexion with each % 


The bill had no leading principle. It was impossible to dis- 
cuss such proposals on a second reading, and he hoped the bill 
would be referred to a select committee. ; 

Lord CranworTH gave the measure a qualified a ; 
but thought that the discussion on the changes pro should — 
not be taken at that stage. 

Lord WENSLEYDALE concurred. 

The Lornp Cuancector had always intended that the bill 
should be referred to a select committee, 5; 

The bill was then read a second time and referred to a select 
committee. 
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HOUSE OF COMMONS. 
Thursday, June 16. 
City Trarric. 

Mr. Doviton inquired of the Home Secretary what were 
the difficulties in the way of carrying into effect the City 
Traffic Regulation Act of Jast session, and whether any steps 
had been taken for their removal. ‘ 

Sir G. Grey said that some of the regulations seemed to him 
to be ultra vires, and he had referred the question to the law 
officers of the Crown, Their opinion accorded with his, and 
he had informed the City authorities to that effect on the 25th 
of April last, and since then he had heard nothing on the sub- 
ject. ‘ 

Monday, June 20. 
Gaots B11. 

Sir G. Grey moved the second reading of this bill, which 
was opposed by Mr, Adderley, Mr. Alderman Rose, Mr. 
Newdegate, Mr. Barrow, and other gentlemen; and supported 
by Sir J. Pakington, Sir G. Grey, and others. 

The House divided— 


For the second reading ............. Giiteanied cvvis's 116 
Against........ Besa escshiicisiistecévegednsies aisndes 49 
Majority for Government .....sse-ssssceeee 67 


The bill was then read a second time. 


CoLtecTion oF Taxes Birt. 


On. the order for resuming the adjonrned debate on the 
motion for the third reading of this biil, 

Sir J. TRoLLore moved to defer the third reading for three 
months. 

This amendment was seconded by Mr. Packs. 

Mr. Cox and Mr. S. Booth opposed the bill, which was sup- 
ported by Mr. Ayrton. 

Mr. Horsratt, though he had voted for the second reading 
of this bill, said he should vote against the third reading, on 
the ground of its excepting the metropolis from its operation. 

The CHANCELLOR OF THE ExcHEQUER replied to objections, 
and explained the reasons for excepting the metropolis from its 
Operation. 

Sir §. Northcote, Mr. Locke, Mr. Lewis, and Mr. Newde- 
gate continued the discussion amid much interruption. 

The House divided— 


For the third reading ........ divs ob bedvone’ cvcsccscseve 128 
Against........ pa iad abbicitenasI ob ais dh scdsvap socvesbes 132 
Majority against the Government ......... 4 


The bill was accordingly lost. 


Lanp TransFer ACT. 

Mr. Scunty asked the Attorney-General for Ireland 
whether his attention had been called to the fact that the 
poundage (above ad valorem duties) paid to the Consolidated 
Fund for obtaining indefeasible titles to estates in England, the 
gross value whereof was £98,499 , amounted to £87 6s,, and that 
the like poundage payable for obtaining indefeasible titles to es- 
tates of the like value in Ireland, would be £492 9s, 11d., being 
rather more than five and a-half times the poundage chargeable 
for English estates; and whether he would endeavour to remedy 
that anomaly through his promised measure for registering titles 
to land in Ireland. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL FOR IRELAND was not quite certain 
that it would be possible to incorporate the suggestion of the 
hon. and learned gentleman in the promised measure, He 
would see what could be done. 


Ralwway Trave.rine (IRELAND) Bit. 

Sir C. O’'Locuien moved the second reading of this bill. 
It had two objects. The first and principle one was to secure 
to the public the right of travelling by railway on Sundays, 
by compelling every railway to run one train at least each way 
on the Sunday. The next object was to secure certain privi- 
leges to third-class passengers. The latter object was of minor 
importance, and one that could be better discussed in com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Biaxke moved that the bill be read a second time that 
day three months, The employés of the railway companies 
under the present system, had a day of rest. 

Lord Naas seconded the amendment. 

jor Gavin, Major O'Reilly, Sir Patrick O’Brien, and 
the, cellor of the Exchequer, supported the bill, which 
was opposed by Mr. Hassard, Mr. Lefroy, Sir R. Peel, and 
Mr. Whiteside, 





-The House then divided— 


+ For the second reading...........sssererseeenes aids Heit 
Against it .....ccccssecoccecessesecevsconee soe sosevececes 40 
Majority against the second reading.......+++ - a9 


Tuesday, June 21. 
Coort or CHancery (IRELAND) Bin. 

The House went into committee on this bill. After consi- 
derable progress had been mode, Mr. Whiteside entered the 
house, and ina speech of two and a-half hours in length, 
criticised severely the whole scope and tendency of the bill. 
He moved that the chairman leave the chair. 

The committee divided— 

FOU RNG MOOD wicca civcscccescscccieconentansens bosapsen, Oe 
Against 





Majority against the bill ....... scsgescuses 1 
On the House resuming, : 
Sir Coveman O’LoGuteEN informed the Speaker that he had 
voted against the bill by mistake. 
The SpraxeEr ruled that the division could not be altered. 


Wednesday, June 22. 
Court oF CHANCERY (IRELAND) BILL. 

The ArroRNEY-GENERAL FOR IRELAND moved that the 
House should, on Thursday, resolve itself into a committee . 
on this bill. 

Mr. Loneriep, Mr. Wurtesipr, and Mr. GEorGE argued 
that, according to authorities and precedents, the bill was 
lost; that the chairman having been voted out of the chair 
without instruction to make any report to the House, an end 
was put to the bill. 

Mr. Burr cited precedents from the journals in support of 
the motion. 

The SPEAKER was of opinion that a committee had no 
power to put an end toa bill; that power the House reserved 
toitself. In this case the bill was not put an end to by the 
vote of the committee on Tuesday, and he had no doubt that 
the motion was in conformity with the established practice of 
the House. 

The motion was then agreed to. 


Thursday, June 23. 
PENAL SERVITUDE Acts AMENDMENT BILL, 

Mr. Hunt asked the Home Secretary if he would fix some 
convenient time for the consideration of the Lords’ amendments 
to the Penal Servitude Acts Amendment Bill. 

Sir G. Grey said the bill had been returned from the House 
of Lords only within the last five minutes. He proposed to 
have the amendments printed, and then that a proper oppor- 
tunity should be given for taking them into consideration. 





FOREIGN TRIBUNALS & JURISPRUDENCE. 
FRANCE. 
Norariat REspPonsIBILiry, 

The Imperial Court of Nancy, on the 23rd of April, con« 
firmed a decision of the Civil Tribunal of Epinal, which decided 
that a notary who passed a purchase deed, without himself 
verifying the vendor's title, was liable to the purchaser, whe 
had been evicted by title paramount, in damages. The facts 
seem to be that Messrs. B., father and son, sold a property, in 
which they had only an undivided share. Messrs. B,, as com- 
pelled by law, submitted the*purchase deeds for approval to 
M. X., their notary, who passed them by regular notarial 
acts, though he must have known of the defect of title, or at 
all events could at once have satisfied himself on the point by 
a search amongst original documents in his possession, which 
the Court held him bound to make. The Journal du Notariat 
has some very severe remarks on such conduct on the part of 
a notary. The Court below had assessed damages in favour 
of the purchaser, who had been evicted by the other tenants in 
common, and the court of appeal dismissed the appeal of the. 
notary’s representative, with costs. This is carrying profes- 
sional responsibility to a pitch unheard of in England, 





VOLUNTARY SETTLEMENT, 

The Court at Lyons has determined that a settlement by » 
father on his son’s marriage is liable to be set aside by the 
father’s creditors, if it appear that its result will be to produce 
insolvency. 
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Law or HusBaNpD anp Wirz. 
The Chambre des Requétes, on the 28th of April last, 
affirmed the decision of the district Court with reference to the 
exercise by married women of powers of appointment of 
settled property mentioned in our columns on the 14th of 
May last.* 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


IV. Bankruprcy anp Practice oF THE Courts. 

56. State generally the object of the bankruptcy Jaws, first as 
regards creditors, secondly with respect to the bankrupt himself, 

57. Point out some of the principal changes which were 
made in the bankruptcy law by the Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 

58. Name some of the acts of bankruptcy in respect of which 
an adjudication of bankruptcy can be obtained adversely 
against a debtor, distinguishing those which may be committed 
by a trader from those which may be committed by a non- 
trader. (Bkt. Law Cons. Act, 1849. Bktcy. Act, 1861). 

59. State how an act of bankruptcy may be obtained by 
means Of a trader debtor summons. (Bankrupt Law Conso- 
lidation Act, 1849.) 

60. State how an adjudication of bankruptcy may be ob- 
tained upon a judgment-debtor summons. (Bankruptcy Act, 
1861.) ' 

61. State the amount required by the petitioning creditor’s 
debt, distinguishing the single debt of a creditor, or two or 
more creditors being partners, or of two creditors not being 
partners, or of three or more creditors not being partners. 

62. Is it essential to the validity of a petition for adjudica- 
tion that the petitioning creditor's debt should be due and 
payable at the time of the act of bankruptcy? 

63. Can a creditor who holds a mortgage or other security 
for his debt be a petitioning creditor? 

64. What are the requisites to establish a right in the 
assignees of a bankrupt to property in his possession at the 
time of his bankruptcy belonging to another party? 

65. Has the Court of Bankruptcy any, and what, jurisdic- 
tion over voluntary settlements, or assignments made by insol- 
vents, afterwards becoming bankrupt? 

66. State the mode in which creditors may exercise the 
option of suspending proceedings under bankruptcy. (Bank- 
ruptcy Act, 1861.) 

67. As to change from bankruptcy to arrangement; how is 
this change effected? (Bankruptcy Act, 1861.) 

68. As to trust deeds for the benefit of creditors, composi- 
tion and inspectorship deeds; state what deeds are to be valid, 
and upon what conditions. (Bankruptcy Act, 1861.) 

69. What are the grounds on which the Court may refuse or 
suspend an order of discharge? 

70. What is the effect of the order of discharge when 
obtained, and how may the bankrupt avail himself of it if he 
should be arrested or sued after the order of discharge has 
taken effect? 

ANSWERS TO THE QUESTIONS AT THE FINAL 

EXAMINATION. 
Trinity Term, 1864. 
By J. Braprorp, LL,B., and W. Wess, Solicitors. 

The numbers prefixed to the answers refer to the numbers 
prefixed to the questions in the Journal of the 11th and 
18th inst. respectively, pp. 638. 

11.—ConvVEYANCING. 

21. A tenant in tail may, under 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 74, by any 
assurance, except a will, capable of passing an estate in fee 
simple ‘absolute, convert his estate tail into an estate in fee 
simple, It must be by an actual conveyance, and not by one 
resting merely in contracts; the deed must be enrolled within 
six calendar months after its execution, and the consent of the 
protector (if any) must be obtained, otherwise a base fee only 
will be created. In the case cf tenant in tail in possession he 
can convert his estate by a simple deed of disposition; but 
where the entail is p ed by a life estate, the tenant in tail 
is unable to create any larger estate than a base fee without 
the consent of the tenant for life. 

22, A remainder is the remnant of an estate in lands or 
tenements limited to take effect after the determination of a 
particular estate created together with the same at the same 
time. Remainders are either vested or contingent. <A 
vested remainder is one which is always ready, from its com- 
mencement to its end, to take effect in possession immediately 


* 8 Sol. Jour. 553. 











on the determination of the particular estate. A contingent 
Pesan Sa one ine as to Sreheusl =e obiitaee 
tion which may never pen or or 

not happen or be performed till after the determination of the 
preceding estate. The difference between a samneindes, ond a 
reversion is that the first arises by act of parties, me by 
operation of law. Where estates for life or in tail in 
properties are limited to different persons, and each has | 

remainder after the determination of the estete of other, 
they are termed cross-remainders. 

23. Copyhold estates are estates held by copy of court roll, 
at the will of the lord, according to the custom of the manor, 
the muniments of title in such estates being copies of the roll, 
in which an account is kept of the proceedings in the court of 
the manor to which the lands belong. Ali oupeee estates 
are said to be held at the will of the lord, but this is qualified 
by the custom of the manor, for custom is the life of copyhold 
The most common incidents of this tenure are fines, quit rents, 
heriots, homage, fealty, and suit of court. 

24. The husband is entitled to the whole of the rents 
and profits which may arise from his wife’s lands, whether free- 
hold or copyhold (and he acquires a freehold estate in such free- 
holds), during the coverture. And he may by the 19 & 20 Vict. 
c. 120, s, 32, make leases of it for twenty-one years 
bind the wife and any person claiming under her, but subject 
to this he cannot convey or charge the lands for any longer 
period than while his own interest continues. And it must 
be borne in mind that property may be settled to the —— 


use of a married woman so as to be entirely freed 
control of her husband. As to the husband’s right to curtesy, 
see infra (Will. Real Prop.. p. 190, 5th ed.). 

25. In the case of a purchaser married on or before the Ist. 
of January, 1834, his wife’s dower in the land would be barred 
by taking the conveyance to uses to bar dower as follows:— 
The estate is conveyed to the purchaser and his heirs to such 
uses as he shall by deed appoint; and in default of and 
until such appointment to the use of him for. life, and 
after the determiaation of that interest by any means, a re- 
mainder (vested) is limited to the use of a trustee and his heirs _ 
during the purchaser’s life, nevertheless upon trust for bim,. 
This remainder is then followed by an ultimate remainder to 
the heirs and assigns of the purchaser for ever. Under these 
limitations the wife’s right to dower cannot attach, for the 

urchaser has not at any time during his life an estate of in- 
eritance in possession. In the case of a married 
since the 1st of January, 1834, his wife’s dower may be barred 
by any declaration to that effect contained in the 
deed, or any other instrument executed by the husband in his 
lifetime, or by a devise to the wife of part of the land which is 
subject to her dower (3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 105). 

26. A tenancy by the curtesy of England takes place if a 
husband survive his wife, in case he had issue born alive during 
the coverture capable of inheriting the estate as her hei, when 
he becomes entitled as tenant by curtesy to a life estate in such 
lands and tenements of his wife as she was solely seised of in 


fee simple or fee tail in possession. The following are the 
requisites:—1. A legal marriage. 2. Birth of issue the. 
coverture capable of inheriting the estate. 3. Sole of 


the wife or of her trustees in possession. 4. Death of the wife 
in the lifetime of the husband. 

27. The following is an outline of an ordinary lease for 
twenty-one years of a private dwelling-house:—Date, partier, 
recitals if any, testatum containing demise of the premises, 
habendum for the term, reddendum of the rent (except while 
premises are uninhabitable by reason of fire), clear of all rates 
and taxes, covenant by lessee to pay rent and taxes parr 
land tax), and to paint and repair (except in cases of fire), 1 
insure, to surrender at the end of the term, and not to suffer 
any trade to be carried on. Power to lessor to enter and view 
the premises and give notice of repairs, and a proviso for re- 
entry on non-payment of rent or breach of covenant. Also a 
covenant by lessor for quiet enjoyment on payment of rent and 
performance of covenants. Power for either to determine 
lease at the end of a given number of years, generally seven or 
fourteen. And sometimes the lessor covenants for renewal. 
The lessee also frequently covenants not to assign or underlet 
without licence. A schedule of fixtures is generally sree: 

28. Privity of contract is that relation which su be- 
tween contracting parties, whilst privity of estate subsists 
between the contracting parties and their assignees 
thus privity of contract subsists, between lessor and lessee, 
privity of estate between lessor and any assignee of the lessee. 

29. The difference between the liability of the lessee and 
the liability of the lessee’s assignee in regard to breaches of 
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covenant is, that the lessee is liable to the original lessor 
during the continuance of the lease on all the covenants con- 
tained in it, whilst the lessee’s assignee is liable to the original 
lessor only so long as he remains assignee, and only on such 
covenants as run with the land. 

30. An equitable mortgage of real estate is created either 
by a written instrument, or by a deposit of deeds, with or 
without writing. Any written agreement with directions, or 
other instrument in writing, which shows that it was the 
intention of a debtor thereby to make his land or other pro- 
perty ® security for the debt, will be equivalent in equity to an 
actual mortgage by deed, or to a pledge. And a deposit of 
title deeds with a creditor (whether with or without any 
written memorandum, and even without a word passing) as a 
security for an antecedent debt, or on a tresh loan of money, 
constitntes an equitable mortgage. By the 25 & 26 Vict. 
c. 58, as regards registered lands, no equitable mortgage or 
lien is to be created by a deposit of title deeds; but such a 
charge may be created by a deposit of the land certificate. 

81. When a mortgagee in fee dies intestate the estate vests 
in his heir-at-law, and the right to the mortgage money in his 
administrator; the heir-at-law is but a trustee, and must join 
the administrator in the re-conveyance to re-convey the legal 
estate to the mortgagor whenever he redeems the mortgage. 

$2. In the absence of stipulation to the contrary, the vendor 

will be bound to bear the expenses incurred in making out the 
abstract of title and proving his title to the purchaser, and 
also of obtaining the concurrence of the necessary parties, and 
all'the incidental costs attendant upon the execution of the 
purchase deed; but the expense of investigating the title and 
the preparation of the purchase deed, and of the stamp and 
parchment, must be paid by the purchaser. 
+ 83, Ifa man seized in fee of land, contract with another for 
the sale of it, and both parties die before the sale is completed, 
the contract continues in force notwithstanding. If the vendor 
die before the sale is completed, the purchase-money will go to 
his executor or administrator, and form part of his assets, and 
his heir or devisee must convey the legal estate. If the pur- 
chaser die his heir-at-law or devises is entitled to a convey- 
ance of the property, and may require the purchase-money to 
be paid by his executor or administrator (Lord St. Leonards’ 
Handy-book). 

34, By the Statute of Frauds, 29 Car. 2, c. 3 (1678), ss. 1, 
2, all leases, estates, interests of freehold in messuages, 
manors, &c., put in writing and signed by the parties somaking 
the same, or their agents thereunto lawfully authorised by 
writing, shall have the force and effect of leases at will only. 
The only exception is in favour of leases not exceeding three 

from the making, and on which a rent of two-thirds at 
least of the improved value is reserved, 

Assignment of leases, estates, or interests, &c., not being 
copyhold, must be in writing, signed, &c.: section 3. 

All declaration of trusts, or assignments thereof, must be in 
writing and signed by the party: sections 7 & 9. 

Estates pur autre vie are made chargable with debts in the 
hands of the heir, or, if no special occupant, are made assets 
in the hands of the executor or administrator: section 12. 

Leaseholds not bound by judgments until writ of execution 
in the hands of the sheriff: section 16. 

As to the contracts required by this Act to be in writing, see 
ante, p. 639: answer to question 9 in Common Law. 

35. The 1 Vict. c. 26, s, 33, enacts, that where any person 
to whom any real estate shall be devised for an estate tail or 
an estate in quasi entail, shall die in the lifetime of the tes- 
tator, leaving issue who would irherit under such entail living 
at the decease of the testator, such devise shall not lapse, but 
shall take effect as if the death of such person had happened 
immediately after the death of the testator, unless a contrary 
intention appears by the will. It further enacts, that where 
any person being a child or other issue of the testator, to whom 
any real or personal estate shall be devised or bequeathed for 
any estate or interest not determinable at or before the death 
of such person, shall die in the lifetime of the testator, leaving 
issue living at the testator’s decease, such devise or bequest 
shall not lapse, but shall go in the same way as if such de- 
visee or legatee had survived the testator, unless a contrary 
intention appear in the will, 

IlIl.—Equiry anp Practice oF THE CouRTS. 

41. A court of equity will not entertain jurisdiction to set 
aside a will obtained by fraud, or establish a will suppressed by 
fraud; for in such cases the proper remedy is exclusively vested 
in the Court of Probate. But where the fraud does not go to 
the whole will, but only to some particular clause, or where the 





fraud is in unduly obtaining the consent of the next of kin to 
the probate, courts of equity will lay hold of these circum- 
stances to declare the executor a trustee for the next of kin 
(Sm, Man. Eq. 53). 

42. The Court will not set aside a sale on the ground of in- 
adequacy of price, except in favour of expectant heirs or re. 
maindermen, or where the inadequacy is so gross as to amount 
to conclusive presumption of fraud. 

43. In order to render a condition in restraint of trade valid 
it must be (1) partial; (2) upon an adequate, or as the rule 
now seems to be, not a mere colourable consideration; 
(3) reasonable—that is, such a restraint only as is necessary to 
afford a fair protection to the interests of the party in favour 
of whom it is given, and not so large as to interfere with the 
interests of the public (Mitchell v. Reynolds, 1 Sm. L. C. 289), 

44. When a legacy is given by a father or person standing 
in loco parentis, as a provision for an infant, and no main- 
tenance or interest is given, though the legacy be payable at 
a future day, the infant has an immediate right to interest 
(Sm. Man, Eq. 103). 

45. If two persons advance a sum of money by way of mort- 
gage, and take a mortgage to themselves as joint tenants, and 
one of them die, the survivor will hold the legal estate as 
trustee for the representatives of the deceased, as to so much 
of the mortgage money as the deceased advanced. 

46. Where a person appoints a debtor his executor, this 
operates at law as a release of the debt. But in equity, where 
a debt is due from an executor, he is converted intoa trustee of 
the debt for the parties interested in the estate (Sm. Man. Eq. 
172). 

47. In the absence of countervailing equity, relief will be 
granted by the Court in case of a defective execution of a mere 
power,where it is created by an ordinary assurance, and where 
the defect is not of the very essence of the power, and the de. 
fective execution is in favour of a charity, or of a purchaser, or 
an intended husband, or a wife, or a legitimate child (Tolleté v. 
Tollett). 

48, Equity will not relieve in case of the non-execution of 
power, for that would be depriving the donee of his right of 
discretion in regard to the exercise of the power, unless the 
power be coupled with a trust, when equity will grant relief, 
because in this case the donee was under an equitable obliga- 
tion to exercise it (Sm. Man. Eq. 41, 42). 

49. A defendant has twelve days to demur alone to a bill. 
If required to answer, he must plead, answer, or demur, not 
demurring alone, within twenty-eight days after service of the 
interrogatories (C. O. 38, r. 3 & 4). 

50. ‘The plaintiff must give to the defendant one lunar 
month’s notice of motion for decree, and after service thereof 
the defendant has fourteen days to file his affidavits in answer 
(C. O. 33, r. 4 & 6). 

5]. Unless the Court give special leave to the contrary, 
there must be at least two clear days between the service of a 
notice of motion and the day named in the notice for hearing 
the motion; and in the computation of such two clear days, 
Sunday and other days on which the offices are closed, except 
Monday and Tuesday in Easter week, are not to be reckoned 
(1 Sm. Ch. Prac. 247). 

52. A copy of the petition is served on the assignor, unless 
he is a co-petitioner with the assignee; this is required although 
he is a party to the cause. If the assignor is only entitled to 
an undivided share of a fund in court standing to a general 
account the petitioner must serve all parties interested in such 
fund. But he is not required to serve such petition or a 
summons upon the parties to the cause, or upon the persons in- 
terested in such parts of the stocks, funds, shares, securities, or 
moneys as are not sought to be affected by any such order 
(1 Sm. Ch. Prac, 836). 

58. Any person claiming to be a creditor of any deceased 
person or interested under his will, may apply for and obtain 
as of course, without bill filed or any other preliminary pro- 
ceedings, a summons from Judges’ Chambers forto show cause 
why an order for the administration of the real estate of a de- 
ceased person should not be made where the whole of such real 
estate is by devise vested in trustees, who are by the will em- 
powered to sell such real estate, and authorised to give receipts 
for the rents acd profits thereof, and for the produce of the sale 
of such real estate (15 & 16 Vict. c. 86, 8, 47). 

54. A person who claims to be a creditor or a specific pegu- 
niary or residuary legatee, or the next-of-kin or some or one 
of the next-of-kin of a deceased person, may apply for and 
obtain as of course a summons to show cause why an order for 
the administration of the personal estate of the deceased should 
not be granted. 
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55. All decrees and orders ced or made in any cause 
or matter which are to be enrolled, must be so enrolled within 
six calendar months after the same have been pronounced or 
made respectively, and not at any time after, without special 
leave of the Court (1 Sm. C. P. 704). 





ERrRatum.—Answer 6, line 1, for “drawer” read “ac- 
ceptor.” Doubtless all our readers have discovered this ob- 
vious error for themselves, J. B. & W. W. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY, TRINITY TERM, 1864. 
Frwat Examination. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the roll 
of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the examiners 
recommended the following gentlemen, under the age of 26, as 
being entitled to honorary distinction :— 

FREDERIC FERDINAND SMALLPIECE, aged 20,who served 
his clerkship to Messrs. W. H. & M. Smallpiece, of Guildford; 
and Mr, Edward Brodribb Randall, of London. 

Joun MircHELL MARSHALL, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs, Ryland &- Martineau, of Birmingham; and 
Messrs. Sharpe & Parker, of London. 

Wiciiam Henry Stewart, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr, William Steward, of Wakefield; and Messrs. 
Torr, Janeway, & Tagart, of London. 

Frank Tarior, aged 25, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Rhodes, of Market Rasen; and Messrs. James Scott & 
Co., of London. 

Grorcr BucHannay, aged 21, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Walker & Hunter, of Whitby; Mr. John Buchannan, 
of Whitby; and Messrs. Bell, Brodrick, & Bell, of London. 

FREDERICK GOopMAN, aged 21, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Goodman & Morley, of London. 

WitiiaM Barrett Harris, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr, John Stogdon, of Exeter; Mr. Edmund Jonathan 
Hornblower Watkins Clarke, of Exeter; and Mr. Thomas 
Baker, jun., of London. 

WiusaM Hircaiss, aged 25, who served his clerkship to 
Mr. George Willcocks Billing, of Devonport; and Messrs. 
Sole, Turners, and Hardwick, of London. 

Tuomas RAWLE, jun., aged 22, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, Blandy, of Reading; and Messrs. Gregory & Row- 
cliffes, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have accord- 
ingly awarded the following prizes of books: — 

To Mr. Smallpiece, the Prize of the Honourable Society 
of Clifford’s-inn. 

To Mr. Marshall, Mr. Stewart, Mr. Taylor, Mr. Buchannen, 
Mr. Goodman, Mr. Harris, Mr. Hitchens, and Mr. Rawle, each 
one of the Prizes of the Incorporated Law Society. 

The examiners have also certified that the following candi- 
dates, under the age of 26, whose names are placed in alpha- 
betical order, passed examinations which entitle them to com- 
mendation :— 

Francis Apams, aged 24, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
George Charles Richards, of Redditch; and Messrs. Thomas 
White & Sons, of London. 

Cuarzes Royie ALLEN, aged 21, who served his clerkship 
to Messrs. Allen & Aston, of Manchaster; and Messrs. Bower, 
Son, and Cotton, of London. 

Ceci, ARUNDELL, aged 20, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Bell, Steward, & Lloyd, of London. 

Epwarp Butt, aged 25, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Frederick Blake, of Newport, Isle of Wight; and Messrs, 
Cunliffe & Beaumont, of London. 

Freperick MarsHatt Burrow, aged 21, who served his 
clerkship to Mr. Samuel Pearman Smith, of Walsall. 

Epear Curistmas Harvie, aged 22, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Harry Arthur Harvie, of Bideford; Mr. James 
Rooker, of Bideford; and Messrs, Kingdon & Cotton, of 
London. 

Tuomas Myrroy, aged 20, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Wallington & Wright, of Leamington Priors; and 
Messrs. Gregory & Rowcliffes, of London. 

Horace Montacus Oct, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. George Ogle, of London. 

WiiuuaM Henry Totter, aged 21, who served his clerk- 
ship to Messrs. Bremridge & ‘Toller, of Barnstaple ; and 
Messrs. Cree & Law, of London. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates of 
merit. 

The examiners have further announced to the following 
candidates, whose names are placed in alphabetical order, that 








their answers to the questions at the le ee 
satisfactory, and would have entitled them to prizes or 
ficates of merit if they had not been above thy age of 26:— 

James Cook, jun., who served his clerkship to Messrs, 
Carslake & Barham, of Bridgwater; and Messrs. Torr, Jane- 
way, & Tagart, of London. 

Francis Hamitton Mastgrs, who served his clerkship 
to Mr. Henry Hime, of Liverpool; and Messrs. Francis: & 
Almond, of Liverpool. 

Grorcs AnpREW Rockers, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Henry Hodgetts Deacon, of London. 

Epmunp Smrru Woop, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Williams & Brydges, of Cheltenham. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 154; 
of these 148 were passed, and 6 postponed. 





INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATION, 

The examiners have on former occasions thought it right, in 
making their report to the council, to mention the names of 
those candidates who had passed the examination with distine- 
tion. 

In the present term, however, the papers of the majority of 
the candidates were of such uniform merit, that the examiners 
feel it would be difficult and, perhaps, invidious to make selec- 
tions. 

The number of candidates examined in this term was 148, 
the whole of whom were passed. 








COURT PAPERS. 


CHANCERY ORDER. 
Accountant-General’s Office, May 31, 1864. 

Whereas it is proper that the accounts kept by the 
ant-General of this court should be examined and 
in order to settle the same; and whereas it will require con- 
siderable time to perfect such examination, and it is necessary 
that a time should be appointed for closing the books of ac- 
counts of the said Accountant-General for the purposes afore- 
said; I do order that the books of the said Accountant-General 
be closed from and after Thursday, the 18th day of August next, 
to Friday, the 28th day of October next, inclusive, 
upon the days and for the ope hereinafter in 
order to adjust the accounts of the suitors with the books kept 
at the Bank; and tliat during that time no draft for any money, 
except as hereinafter provided, or certificate for any effects 
under the care and direction of this Court be signed or 
out by the Accountant-General, or any stocks or annuities 
accepted or transferred by him relating to the suitors of this 
court; and that no purchase, sale, or transfer be made by the 
said Accountant-General, unless the order and request or 
registrar’s certificate be left at his office on or before Friday 
the 5th day of August next; and that no order for payment of 
any money out of court, which may be then in court, be 
ceived in the Accountant-General’s office after Monday the 
day of August next. Provided, nevertheless, that the office 
the said Accountant-General shall be open on Friday 
14th, Saturday the 15th, and Monday the 17th 8 
October next, for the delivery out of any regular 
drafts which have become payable in respect of the 
dividends, and of any other regular interest drafts which 
become payable prior to or during the closing of the 
aforesaid; and to the end that the suitors may have notice 
hereof, and apply to the Court as there shall be occasion t 
have money paid to them out of the Bank or stocks or an- 
nuities transferred to them before the 18th day of August 
next, I do order that this order be entered and set up in the 
several offices of this court. (Signed) Wesrsury, C, 


: 
PeEpE tes 


P 








Tue Jurivicat Socrery.—At a meeting held at the society’s 
rooms in Trafalgar-place, on Monday last, Mr. Charles Clark 
in the chair, Mr. F. Worsley opened a discussion upon “ Cer- 
tain propositions for the relief of the Home Secretary from his 
present responsibilty, on the conviction of a person for murder, 
and to substitute an improved procedure.” He was followed 
by Messrs. F. Lawrence, J. O. Griffits, Edward Webster, C, H. 
y Banas C. C. Massey, and the chairman. The substance of 
the propositions was that every trial for murder should take 
place before two judges, and unless they concurred, sentence 
of death should not be inflicted. Powers of adjournment and 
farther inquiry to be given to them. Every prisoner om charge 
of murder to be tried, and not called on to plead. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
CUTBILL—On June 18, at Lawrie House, Dartmouth-hill, Blackheath, 
the wife of Alfred Cutbill, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of a son, stillborn. 
'— June 16, at 27, Merrion-square North, the wife of the Right 
Hon. Baron Deasy, ‘ofa a daughte 
MARSHALL—On June 15, at Kimbolton-road, Bedford, the widow of the 
late Mr. ay Marshall, of Liverpool, Solicitor, of a son, who survived 
only two days. 
YOUNG—On June 20, the wife of Charles Vernon Young, Esq., of Arbour- 
square, Stepney, Solicitor, of a daughter. 
MARRIAGES. 
apy ry snag oi On June 15, at the parish church of Oundle, 
Quick Costin, Esq., Surgeon, of Market Harborough, to Susanna 
eats neces oungest daughter of Robert Richardson, Esq., Solicitor, Oundle. 
—WARMAN—On June 21, at St. John’s, Chigwell, Essex, Frede- 
rick Gordon, of Ross, Herefordshire, Solicitor, to Emily Charlotte, eldest 
surviving daughter of George Warman, Esq., of Buckhurst-hill, Essex. 
STALLARD—KITSON—On June 16, at Albrighton, Salop, Frederick 
Stallard, M.A., Barrister-at-Law, of 12, Granville-park-terrace, Black- 
heath, Kent, to Fanny Cora, only child of Henry Kitson, Solicitor, Wol- 


TYTLER—SKENE—On June 16, at St. John’s Episcopal Church, Edin- 
vorgh, George Michael, youngest son of the late James Tyler, Esq., of 
Sp ond to Jane © dee ney second daughter of George Skene, 

Bags Ad of Law in the University of Glasgow. 

Ww WR ENNEDY On June 21, at Trinity Church, Bath, the Rev. 
Edward Walpole Warren, B.A., of Magdalen College, Cambridge, 
younger son of Samuel Warren, Esq., Q.C., D.C.L., to Agnes Sarah 
oe of John Kennedy, Esq., of Bath, late Administrator-General 
of and Essequibo, British Guiana. 

DEATHS, 
O’BRIEN—On June 18, at Bangor, William Smith O’Brien, Esq., of Cahir- 
Ton le, 4 June 13, ’ 
une 13, at 35, Walpole-street, Che! John Tombs be 
in his 69th y ~ _ — 

TOWNSEND--On June 15, at Dublin, of ey, in the 62nd year of 

his age, Horatio Townsend, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 





UNCLAIMED STOCK IN THE BANK OF ENGLAND. 


The amount of Stock standing in the following Names will be 


to the Parties claiming the nless other Claimants appe 
same, %: ar 
cute Three Moniner 

Des £100 


Macpatena Cunistiana, Hackney, Widow, deceased, 

£3 per Cent. Annuities.—Claimed by Charlotte Johanna 

a Effen, bay, manned Administratrix. 
ton, Esq., ANTHONY RunwacLEs, Colchester, Esq., 
= Rev. Groce Stamens Barzow, Thorp, near Hadiscoe, Norfolk, 
* 2s. 6d. Reduced £3 per on. Annuities.—Claimed by Henry King 

and George Stammers Barro’ 
Mizzs, Jonn, Watford, Herts, "Esq., Henny Mies, Upper Phillimore- 
place, Kensington, Esq., and Joun Davinson, East India House, Esq., 
6s. 10d. Reduced £3 per Cent.!Annuities,—Claimed by Henry Miles 
John Davidson, the survivors. 


ge 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
TvuespayY, June 14, 1864. 
Smith, oS & Wm Parker Poole Raby, Weston-super-Mare, Somerset 
Attorneys and Solicitors. May 31. By mutual consent. . , 
a8 ne a 1864. 
Champion, Fredk os Gregory, Clement’s-inn, Attorneys and Soli- 
citors (Gregory & Champion). June 18, By mutual consent. 


GBinding-up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tugspar, June 14, 1864. 
UNLIMJTED IN CHANCERY, 
AngloCalifornian Gold Mining Company.—Vice-Chancellor Kindersley 
has appointed Wednesday, June 29, at 2, to make a further call upon 
nade ag gs oy romain the said company of three shillings per share. 


Pheenix Life paperance Company. —Vice-Chancellor Wood has ordered a 
call of £10 on all the contributories of this company, to be 
abe tedlgnry ~y 1, to Mr. Wm Turquand, Official Manager, 

Liuwrrep in CHANCERY. 
British y.—The creditors of the company are re- 


Zine Roiling Compan 
quired, before July 5, to send their names and addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Geo Price, Mark-lane, the Official 
rae aad the said company. 
City of ~ soa maga and North of England Funeral Furnishing Company. 
—Petition for winding-up, presented June 13, will be heard before 
Chancellor Wood, June 25. Pritchard & Englefield, Doctors’- 


h, . 
a Colonial "Export Oil and Provision Company.—Petition for 
up, presented June 10, will be heard before Vice-Chancellor 
Kindersioy” ‘June 24, St Aubyn, Moorgate-st. 
Toxrspay, June 21, 1864. 
Limirep in CHANCERY. 

Exhall Coal Mining Company.—The Master of the Rolls; has appointed 
Wm Westcott, Coleman-st, Accountant, to be Official Liquidator of the 
Company. The creditors who have not already proved their claims 
are oot, before July 10, to send their names and addresses, and 

of their debts or claims, to Wm Westcott, Coleman-st. 


Crevitors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Torspay, June 14, 1864, 


Blackwell, Wm, Nottingham, Upholsterer. July 13, 


Hawkridge & 
syne, Nottingham. 





Combs, Jane Knight, Carlton-rd, Maida-vale, Widow. July 1. 

Cooper, ro Netherseal, Leicetser, Gent. Aug 5. Harris & Mee, Bishops- 
gate-church; 

Duffield, Jane, Risca, Monmouth, Widow. Aug 15. hag Rasen Newport. 

Flower, Samuel Francis, East Retford, Gent. Aug 1. Newton & Jones, 
East Retford. 

Hollick, Eleanor, East Bergholt, Suffolk, Widow. July 16. Spence & 
Hawks, Hertford 

Hyatt, Joseph, Shepton Mallet, Gent. Augi. Dyne, Shepton Mallett. 

Lambert, John, Austin-friars, London, Merchant. Aug 12. Uptons & Co, 
Austin-friars. 


Laughton, Mrs Mary. Gainsborough, Lincoln, Widow. Septl. Oldman 
& Wood, Gainsborough. 
Nix, Hy, Werrington, Northampton, Miller. Aug 1. Broughton & 
Wyman, Peterborough. 
a Geo, Manch, Rectifier. Dec 25. Chapman & Roberts, 
‘anch, 
Read, Thos Tricker, South Burlingham, Norfolk, Gent. Aug 1. Cope- 


man & Son, Loddon. 
Scott, Thos, Lpool, Corn Broker. July 1. Duke & Goffey, Lpool. 
Silly, Thos, Dartmouth, Gent. Aug 1. Smith, Dartmouth. 
ven) wend Crowle Court, Worcester, Farmer. Aug 2. Pidcock, Wor- 


sant, Jas, Alton, Southampton, Photographer. July 26. Clement & 
Son, Alton 
Wingrove, Jas, Chichester-st, Eastbourne-ter, Milkman. June 24. Combs, 


Bucklersbury. 
Wolliscroft, Eliz, Leamington, Spinster. July 25. Wright, Birm. 


Friway, June 17, 1864. 
Brett, Louisa, Jersey-villas, Hounslow, Spinster. July 20. Twiss, Gray’s- 


inn-sq. 
Bush, Geo, Lambridge, nr Bath, Gent. Sept 21.’ Burne, Bath. 
Aug 17. Watson & 


Butt, Thos Derry, Newton, Nottingham, Gent. 


Wadsworth, Nottingham. 
Carr, Benj, West Tanfield, York, Farmer. July 12. Russell, York. 
oes Lincoln. 


Cawdron, Hy, Martin, Lincoln, Farmer. Oct 1. 
Conway, John, Lpool, Attorney. Aug 1. Collin, Lpool, 
Eastwood, George, Farnley Tyas, nr Huddersfield, "Farmer. July 5. 
Clough, Huddersfield. 
Falmouth, Hon Ann Frances, Countess of, Whitehall-gardens, Widow. 
July 31. Gregory & Co, Bedford-row. 
July 31. Shirreff & 


Gabriel, oas Alex, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Solicitor. 
Son, Fenchurch-st. 

nae a Isaac, Russell-sq, Middx, Widow. Aug 20. Hayes & Co, 

ussell-sq. 

Penn, Thos, Dover, Baker. July 4. Fielding & Greenhow. 

Richardson, rorty. od mental Canada West, Merchant's 
July 16. Cobb, Lpool. 

Robson, Stephen, Bedford. Aug 12. Uptons & ane ew. 

Rotherham, Thos, berkswell, Warwick, Gent. Ang 5 Davis, Coventry. 

Taylor, Wm Hy, King’ s-rd, Ball’s-pond, Gent. July 15. Voss, Town 
Hall, Bethnal-green. 


Clerk. 


Tuespay, June 21, 1864. 


Bingham, John, Exeter, Capt. R.N. Sept 20. Coulthurst, New-inn. 
Coote, Robt, Clapham-rd, Surrey, Gent. Aug 16. Sturdy, Bucklers- 


bury. 

Dawson, Wm, Wakefield, York, Surgeon. Aug 8. Janson & Banks, 
Wakefield. 

Hardinge, Rev Sir Chas, Boundes-park, Tunbridge Wells, Bart, Aug 1. 
Currie & Williams, Lincoin’s-inn-fields. 

Lacy, Matilda, Sussex Lodge, Binfield-rd, Stockwell, Widow. Aug 1. 
Johnston, Raymond’s-bldgs. 

Ley, Wm, Queen-st, May Fair, Esq. May 20. Coulthurst, New-inn. 

Mackenzie, Wm Macdonald, Kirkdale, nr Lpoo!, Architect. Aug 1. Jones, 


Pott, Francis Swaine, St Alban’s-rd, Kensington, Ironmonger. Aug 1. 
Stephenson, Great Queen-st, Westminster. 

Smith, Jas, Holt-hill, Chester, Gent. July 18. Jones, l. 

Venn, Clement Harry, Exeter, Solicitor. Augl. Head, Exeter. 

Wade, Sir Claude Martine, Knt, C.B., Bath, Colonel, July 28, Atkinson 
& Co, Lothbury. 

Ward, Harriet Maria Eliz, Golder’s-green, Hendon, Widow. July 16. 
Blake & Snow, College-hill. 

Williamson, Ralph, West Thickly, Durham, Farmer. Aug 18. Hepple & 

Wilson & Co, Copthall-bldgs, 


Proud, Bishop Auckland, 
Wilson, Alex, Bryanstone-sq, Esq. Aug 31. 

Crevitors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 


Torspay, June 14, 1864, 
Castelli, Frank, —— Highbury, Merchant. July 11. Castelliv 


Castelli, V.C. W 
Davidson, Jas, | en Kent, Esq. July5. Davidson v Davidson, 
R. 


July 8. Berry » Gibbons, M.R. 

Larter, Mary Louisa, Botesdale, Suffolk, Spinster. July 8. Seaman v 
Robinson, V.C. Kindersley, 

Lyons, Moss, Doughty- ay Middx, Floor-cloth Manufacturer. July 1. 


White » Lyons, V.C. W 
July 7. Smith v Guire, MR, 
rowsmith 


M. 
Gibbons, Benj, Edgbaston, nr Birm, Esq. 


Mace, Thos, Perry-st, Northfleet, Farmer. 

Maddocks, Joseph, Runnymeade, Surrey, Grocer. July 11. Ar 
v Read, M.R. 

Pickup, Jas, Sough, aa, Coal Merchant. July 1. Entwisle 7 
Ainsworth, V.C. Wood. 


Faipay, June 17, 1864. 
Arnold, Thos, Kenilworth, Brickmaker. July 21. Taylor. ated’, V.c. 
S 


t 
Viamire, Geo, Adam-st, Adelphi, Barrister. July 25. Nanson v. Barnes, 
’. Stuart. 
Burrell, Eliz, Oldham, Widow, Innkeeper. July 16. Merryweather v 
Jones, V.C, Stuart. 
— ae Se Oldham, Lancaster, Innkeeper. July 16. Merryweather 
o Jones, V.C. rt. 
a, se. Whitstable, Kent, Mariner, July 5, Porter » Edenden, V.C. 
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ervey, , Manch, Widow. July 14. Hervey v V.C, Stuart. | Phillips, Stafford, Curricr. May 21. Conv. June 17. 
i ow otherwise Howarth, Branswick-pl, bare rie BA July 1. Felieh Jonehe Macclesfield, ‘aren June 11, aes — 5, 

Howarth v Mills, V.C. Wood. Pritchard, Wm, Wrexham, Denbigh, Builder. May 21. » Reg 
Moorton, Hy, Brooke-st, Holborn, Licensed Victualler. July 12. Shepard June 16. 

o Hussey, M.R. Raistrick, John, Stanningley, York, Draper. 23. Cum. Reg June 16 
Pratt, Saml, Gravesend, Gent. July 14. Pratt v Pratt, V.C. Kindersley. a Hy, Birm, Chemist. May 30. Asst. June | 

Ward, Saml, sen, and Sami Ward, jun, Manch, Jewellers. May 14. Asst. 


Slack, Wm, Ardwick, Lancaster, Gent. July 14. Hervey » Chapman, 
Stuart, V.C. 


TuEsDaY, June 21, 1864. 
Chapman, Sarah, Hackney-rd, Spinster, a lunatic. July 13. Stewart v 


Gregory, V.C. Stuart. 
es Jas, High Trees, Halifax, Farmer. July 11. Gibson v Gibson, 
. Stuart. 


tu: 

Grave, Wm, Ellen Hall Mill, Cumberland, Farmer. July 18. Grave» 
Grave, V.C. Stuart. 

Jones, Thos Lloyd, Abercwmdolan, Cardigan, Farther. July 14. ° Jones 
v Jones, V.C. Wood. 

Perey, Hy, Nottingham, Gent. July 18. Percy v Percy, M.R. 

— +R Ross, Hereford, Watchmaker. July 18. Waites o 

tes. 


Wilson, Geo, Alnwick, Northumberland, M.D. July 21. Wilson v 
Charlton, V.C. Stuart. 


Assignments for Benefit of Creditors. 
Fripay, June 17, 1864. 
Dickenson, Stephen, Tonbridge, Kent, Coach Builder. May 23. Stenning, 
Tonbridge. 
Thomas, Geo, jun, Bexhill, nr Hastings, Draper. May 26. Sole & Co, 
Aldermanbury. 


Deeds registered pursuant to Bankruptcy Act, 1861. 
Tvurspay, June 14, 1864, 
Arkwright, Jas, Biackburn, Provision Dealer. 


June 11. 
— -esyoname Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. May 28. Asst. Reg 
une Il. 


Beecroft, Anna, & Rachel Bailey Beecroft, Great Budworth, Chester, 
Spinster. May 28. Asst. Reg June Il. 

Clowes, Fredk, Birm, Tailor. May 19. Asst. Reg June 10. 

Dale, John, Macclesfield, Coal Dealer. May 26. Comp. Reg June 13. 

Daniell, Geo Daniell, Ipswich, Fishmonger. May 21. Conv. Reg June 10, 

Dobson, John Thos, Great St Helen’s, London, Wine Merchant. May 23. 
Arr. Reg June 8. 

Dover, Hy John, Gipsey-hill, Norwood, Builder. May 20, Comp. 
Reg June 10, 

Edis, John, Shoreditch, Upholsterer. May 26. Asst. Reg June 10. 

Ellis, Chas, Richd Newman, & Thos Ellis, Lower Thames-st, and New- 
castle-on-Tyne, Ship Brekers. May 14, Conv. Reg June 11. 

oS Hanley, High-st, Marylebone, Draper. June 6. Asst. Reg 


May 16, Comp. Reg 


June 4. 

— — Leather-lane, Holborn, Corn Dealer. June4. Asst. Reg 
june 

ae, Swansea, Provision Merchant, June 1. Asst. Reg 
‘une 10. 

—— * ae Plymouth, Licensed Victualler. June 8. Asst, Reg 
une 


Phillips, Samuel, Marlborough-rd, Chelsea, Clerk to a Money Agent. 
June9. Comp. Reg June 13. 

Poate, Stephen, East Hants Club House, Southsea, Licensed Victualler. 
June2. Conv. Reg June 13. 

Ross, Wm Adolphus, City-rd, Middx, Watch Material Factor. June 1. 
Comp. Reg June 10, 

Tyee Sa, Elston, Nottingham, Victualler, May 14, Cony, Reg 
une Il. 


Thompson, Wm Augustus, Allerton-st, Hoxton,Grocer. June 3. Comp, 
Reg June 14, 
Towison, Jas Walker, Preston, Ironfounder. May 14. Cony, Reg June 11. 
— Harby, Aldgate, Tobacconist. May 14. Comp, 
une 11, 
Young, Wm Hy, Bishopsgate-st Without, Bookseller. May 21. Inspec. 
torship. Reg June 13, 
? Fripay, June 17, 1864. 
Bankes, Richd, Birkenhead, Bricklayer. May 25. Conv. Reg June 16. 


Barnes, Geo, Mildmay-rd, Islington, Ostrich Feather Manufacturer. June |- 


ll. Comp. Reg June 16. 
; — Leadenhall-st, London, Merchant. May 30. Comp. Reg 
‘une 15, 

= > aed » Gorton Brook, Lancaster, Butcher, May 26. Comp. Reg 
une 15, 

Brown, Jas, Redditch, Worcester, Grocer. June 10. Asst. Reg June 17. 

Bryant, Fredk Edwin, Alfred-st, Bedford-sq, Comm Agent. June 15. 

p. Reg June 16, 

* Hy, Gutter-Jane, London, Comm Agent. May 19. Conv. Reg 

une 


Cory, Thos, Swansea, Agent. May 20. Conv. Reg June 17. 
Cee Anteow Mitchell, Preston, Tobacconist. June 3. Comp. Reg 
ne 16, 


Dickins, Geo Adams, Little Braunston, Northampton, Victualler. May 
23. Conv. Reg June 17. 
Ferrall, Austin, Lime-st, London, Wine Merchant. May 21, Inspector- 
ship. Reg June 15. 
Garrett, Garrett, Ipswich, Iron Dealer. May 28. Comp. Reg June 16. 
Godwin, John, Landport, Hants, Butcher. June 10. Cony. Reg June 16. 
ee sa Neath, Glamorgan, Photographic Artist. May 20. Comp. 
eg June 16. 
Hale Edwd Hy, Cheltenham, Music Seller. May 20. Conv. Reg June 14. 
eet. om, sen, Sawbridgeworth, Herts, Gent, May 20, Cony. 
une 16, 
Holland, Chas, St Alban’s, Grocer. May 23. Conv. Reg June 16. 
Jenkins, Thos, sen, Cheltenham, Tailor. May 2). Comp. Reg June 17, 
by me » Salisbury-sq, Fleet-st, Printer. June 3. Asst. 
Johnson, Matthew, Manch, Upholsterer. May 24. Cony. Reg June 17. 
Ogle, John, New Malton, York, Grocer. May 20. Conv. Reg June 16. 
"ha Lancaster, Coal Dealer, May 21. Comp. 





Reg June 11. : 
Wate, Jota, Rarenglass, Cumberland, Grocer. May 23, Conv. Reg 


June 15. : 
— Thos, Cirencester, Gloucester, Victualler, June6. Asst. Reg 
une 16, 
Worsley, Thos, Manch, Estate Agent. May 25. Conv. Reg June 17. 
Allen, Wm, Llandudno, Carnarvon, Cabinet Maker. May 21. Comp. 
Reg June 18. : 
Baines, Hy, Bath, Bookbinder. May 26. Conv. Reg June 21. 
so ~ Hy Ezra, Castle-st, Oxford-st, Money Scrivener. June 3. Arr. 
eg June 20. 
1, Morris, Denton, Northampton, Butcher. May 25. Cony. Reg 
une 21. . 
os Joseph, Landport, Hants, Bootmaker. May 23. Comp. Reg 
une 16. 
be a Smart, Museum-st, Cheesemonger. June 16. Comp. Reg 
une 17. 
bettage mn, Hy, Frederick-st, Caledonian-rd, Draper. June 6, Cony. 
eg June 20. 
as By. Shacklewell, Middx, out of employment. June 15. Comp. Reg 
une 21. 
Darlaston, John, sen, & John Darlaston, jun, Birm, Gun Lock Manufae- 
turers, May 25. Conv. Reg June 20. 
Dickenson, Stephen, Tonbridge, Coach Builder. May 23. Conv. Reg 


June 21, 
Reg 17. 


June 18. 
Harriman, John, Cranmar-rd, Camberwell, Gent. June 15. Comp. Reg 
Hawes, Jesse, Thorndon, Suffolk, Grocer. Junell. Conv. Reg June 20. 
Healey, Isaac, Todmorden, Lancaster, Leather Dealer. May 23. Asst. 
Hogben, Geo Wm, Ewhurst, Sussex, Brewer. May 24. Asst, Reg June 20. 
Hopkiss, Frederick, Birm, Cabinet Maker. May 25. Conv. Reg June 20. 
Reg June 20. 
Leather, Saml, & John Allen Kaye, Almondbury, York, Fancy Manufac- 
ine 20. 
Longmate, Chas, Sheffield. June 1. 
Palmer, Wm Mumford, St. Leonard’s-on-Sea, Builder. May 21, Cony. 
Reynolds, John Geo, Wharf-rd, City-rd, Pipe Manufacturer. June 14. 
‘omp. Reg June 20. 
Rogers, John, sen, Coventry, Ribbon Manufacturer. May 23. Cony. Reg 
une 20. 
Stones, John, Canton Works, Sheffield, File Manufacturer. June 8. Conv 
Reg June 18. ; 
iat a eS 
Taylor, Jas, Staverton, nr Cheltenham, Cabinet . May e 
Reg June 18. 
Topping, John, Preston, Innk r. June6. Com 
Ward, Wm, John Ansell, Isaac Mills, & Jas Mills, 
Willis, Edwd, Trinity-ter, Brixton, late First Lieut. H.M. Royal Marines 
June 6. Asst. Reg June 17. 
Womack, Young, Stanley Ferry, nr Wakefield, Ship Builder. May 30. 
Cony. Reg June 17, 
Bankrupts. 
To Surrender in London, 
Barr, Hy Alfred, Curtain-rd, Shoreditch, Chair Maker, Pet June 10. 
Boniface, Hy, Frogs Hole Farm, Sussex, Farmer. Pet June 10. June 28 
at 12. Hudson, Bedford-row, 
June 28 at 1. Langham 
Doubell, Wm, Highgate, Kent, Grocer. Pet June 10. June 28 at il. 
Graham, Hy Tempest, Upper Seymour-st, Gent. Pet June 7. June 28 
Greatrex, Edwd Malcolm, Surbiton, Surrey, no trade or profession. Pet 
June 9, June 28 atl. Waldron, Lamb’s Conduit-st. 
June 10. June 28 atl. Davies, Union-ct, . 
Knight, Joseph, Gibson-sq, Islington, out of business. Pet June 9. June 
Morris, Thos Benj, Richard- st, Commercial-rd East, Stevedore, Pet Jane 
8. June 28at il. Lund, Castle- 
June 28 atl. Preston, Austin-friars. 
Rawlins, Jas Murray Richd, Bow-st, Covent-garden, Clerk in Holy Orders. 
Rod, Peter Phillippe, Howland-st, Tottenham-ct-rd, Comm Agent, Pet 
June 11. June 28 atil. Daniel, 
Pet June 10, June 28 
atl. Paterson 
28 at 12. 
To Surrender in the Country. od 
Astley, Francis, Gorton, Kansan, Journeyman Plumber. Pet June 7. 
Banks, Robt, Windle-within-St Helen’s, Lancaster, Pig Killer. Pet June 
7, St Helen’s, June 24atil. Marsh, St Helen’s. 
Dudley, June 23 at 11, Addison, hill, “é 
Bradbury, Aun, own, . Pet June 10, Bristel, 


June 20. 
Reg June 20. 
Johnson, Anthony Wardle, Tadcaster, York, Printer. May 24. Comp, 
turers. May 25. Conv. Reg Ju 
Cony. Reg June 20. 
Reg June 18. 
Richards, Thos, Nottingham, Joiner. May 28. Conv. Reg June 20. 
Sclater, Wm, Maidstone, Carver. June 13. Asst, Reg June 21. 
Symons, Thos, E. Stonehouse, Leather Seller. 
Thompson, Wm, Halifax, Ale Dealer. May 28. Cony. 
May 23. Conv. Reg June 20. 
Wing, Saml, Sheffield, File Manufacturer. May 23. Conv. Reg June 18. 
TurspaY, June 14, 1864. 
June 25 at 12. Hutson, Finsbury. 
Burfield, Thos Wm, Fairlight, Sussex, out of business. Pet June 10. 
&Son, Bartlett’s-bl 
Doyle, Verulum-bidgs. 
at 12. Rodwell, Connaught-ter. 
Hayward, Edwd, Upper Garden-st, Vee ees Coachsmith. Pet 
25 at 12. Juckes, Basinghall-st. 
st, Holborn, 
Pain, Tertius D'Oyly, Alpha-pl, Old Kent-rd, Chemist. Pet June 11. 
Pet June 9. June 28 at |. Marshall, Hi 
Rogers, Jas, —_ Southampton, ‘Seen 
Son, Bouverie-st. 
Smeaton, David, Chapel-st, Somers-town, Baker. Pet June ll, June 
Salford, June 25 at 9.30. ner, 
illingham, John, Rowley Regis, Stafford, Chain Maker. Pet June 7. 
June 24 at 12. 
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Butt, John, Lincoln, Chemist. Pet June 9. Lincoln, June 23 at 11. 
Brown & Son, Lincoln. 
Case, John Thos, Lewes, Photographer. PetJune 10. Lewes, June 24 at 
at 10. King, Brighton. 
Cattermole, Chas, sen, Birm, Journeyman Coach Maker. Pet June 9. 
Birm, June 27 at 10. East, Birm 
m, Mary Ann, Worcester, Draper. Pet June 4. Birm, July 1 at 
12, Hodgson & Allen, Birm. 
Corbett, John Fletcher, Walsall, Stafford, Solicitor. PetJune 7. Walsall, 
June 24 at 12. Reece, Ledbury. 
ee, Bristol, Beer Retailer. 


Daniel, Edwin, Halifax, Plumber. Pet June 9. Leeds, June 29 at 11. 
Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Davies, Hy Hemings, Warwick, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 9. Brm, 
June 27 at 12. Parry, Birm 
Pet May 31. 


Davies, John, Sale, Chester, Joiner. 
Crowther & Farrington, Manch. 
inson, Isaac, Moresby Mill, nr Whitehaven, Miller. Pet June 9. 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne, June 24 at 12. Harle & Co, Newcastle-on-Tyne. 
Dodds, Jane Weatherburn, Gateshead, Spinster, out of business. Pet .June 
8. Gateshead, June 25 at 12. Scaiffe & Britton, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
Dunwell, Wm, Bishop Monkton, nr Ripon, York, Cordwainer, Pet June 
9. Ripon, June 25 atl. Harle, Leeds. 
Frost, Thos Griffiths, Bury St Edmunds, Baker. 
Edmunds, June 25 at 11. Nunn, jun, Ixworth. 
Glazebrook, Joseph, Caythorpe, Nottingham, Butcher. 
Newark, June 20 at 12. Quarles, Nottingham. 
Greenwood, John, Batley Carr, York, Grocer, Pet June 10. Dewsbury, 
June 24 at 3. Harle, Leeds. 
yt ya -tygsaacnae Birm, Builder. 


Pet June 8. Bristol, June 24 at 12, 


Manch, June 21 at 11. 


Pet June & Bury St 
Pet June 10. 


Pet June 8. Birm, June 27 at 10. 


Holmes, oe ‘Nottingham, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 6. Melton 
Mowbray, June 23 at2. Lees, Nottingham. 
Jenkins, John, Newport, Monmouth, Provision Merchant. Pet June 10. 


Bristol, June 24 at 11. Benson, Bristol. 
Jones, John Thos, California, Stafford, Tea Dealer. 
upon-Trent, July 2 at 11. Litchfield, Newcastle, 
Jones, ad, Hereford, out of business. Pet June 10. Birm, June 27 at 
12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 
Kirby, Thos, Linco!n, Licensed Victualler. 
25 atl. Brown & Son, Lincoln. 
Lees, Edwd, Manch, Auctioneer. 
Leigh, Manch. 

Lewis, Thos Richd, Mickle Trafford, Chester, Agent of an Insurance 
Company. Pet June 9. Lpool, June 28 at Il. Cartwright, Chester. 
ee John, 4 , Birm, Gun Maker. Pet May 25. Birm, June 

a 
Millson, Barnes, Boston, Auctioneer. Pet June 9. Boston, June 25 at 1. 
York, Boston. 
Milnes, Joseph, Sunderland, Provision Dealer. Pet June 1. 
upon- June 24 at 11.30. Hoyle, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
» Wm hen, Cheltenham. Pet June 9. Cheltenham, June 28 


Pet June 10. Stoke- 


Pet June 10, Lincoln, June 


Pet June 10. Manch, June 29 at 12. 


Newcastle- 


at il. , Cheltenham. 

Peat, Wm, Barnard Castle, Durham, Butcher. Pet June 10. Barnard 
Castle, June 30 at 2. Webster, Darlington. 

Powell, mal, Hy, East Harrington, Somerset, Spirit Merchant. Pet June 9. 

mne 24atil. Clifton & Brooking, Bristol. 

Rogers, Edwin, Neg’ aaa Pet June 9. Chester, June 24 at 

10. Cartwright, Ch 
, John, Bristol, "Chenist: Pet June 10. Bristol, June 24 at 12. 


Salvidge, Jas Culliford, East Harptree, Somerset, Vigteallor. Pet June 7. 
Bristol. June 24 at 11. Clifton & Brooking, Bristo 

Scorah, Geo, & Wm Cooper, Sheffield, Timber ecuhahis Pet June 3. 

June Matil. Parker & Son, Sheffield. 

Thompson, Harrison, Cross Cannonby, Cumberland, Colliery Overman. 
Pet June 10, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, June 24 at 12. Hoyle, New- 
castle-on-Tyne. 
‘aterworth, Wm, Manch, Wholesale Grocer. 
29 at il. Leigh, Manch. 

Webber, Wm, Tiverton, Devon, Innkeeper. 
24 at 12. Sharland, Tiverton, and Floud. 
Whitten, Wm, Island ‘of Branksea, Foreman to a Pottery. Pet June 10, 

Wareham, June 29 at 1. Welch, Poole. 

Wright, Daniel, & Thos Lane, Birm, Journeymen Glass Manufacturers. 

Pet June7, Birm, June 27 at 10. Robinson, Birm. 


Fray, June 17, 1864, 
To Surrender in London. 
Baker, John Morcombe Bromley, Penge, Surrey, Stone Carver. Pet June 
9. June 28 atl. Silvester, Newington. 
Bray, John, Oxenden-st, no occupation. Pet June 13. June 28 at 1. 


Pet June 9, Manch, June 


Pet June 3. Exeter, June 


Great Marlborough-st. 

, Benj, Thetford, Norfolk, Horsedealer. Adj June il. Lincoln, 
July Sati. Aldridge. 

Saml Nottage, West em, Essex, Farmer. Pet June 9. 


June 28 at 2. Jones, Chelmsfor: 
» Alex Murray, Northampton-ter, Canonbury, Clerk, Pet June 
14, Jaly 5 at 12 Drew, New Basinghall-st. 
itler, Jesse, Seymour-ter, Fulham-rd, Clerk, Pet June 13. July 5 
at il. Smith, Denbigh-st, Pimlico. 
Edwa Jobn, ge Carpenter. Pet June 14. 
Guildhall chambe: 


Collins, Sami, Awbridge, Mente, Carpenter. Pet June 14. June 28 at 11. 
Paterson & Son, Bouverie-st. 
Coston, Sami Eli, New North-rd, Grocer. 
Thistlethwaite, Strand. 
Theodore, Keene’s-pl, Walworth-rd, —" of Music, Pet 
Juve 15. June 28 at2. Gibbs & Tucker, Lothbu 
es 3s E4win, nw af Norwood, a of business. Pet June 11. 


& Lewis, Old Jew 
wernt Chas Joseph, Greenwich, "Builder. Pet June 14. June 28 at 12. 
Serle- st 


ona tee Ruddle, Milton-st, Dorset-sq, s Sanne pene Keeper. Pet 
—_. M4, July 5 at 11. ent, Whee 
Thos, Sandwich, K heciwright. Pet June 15, July 5 at 
Harrison & Lewis, Old Jewry, 


June 28 at 2. 
at 1), 


Pet June 13. July 5 


June 28 











Pet Jane 15, 


Nunn, Verrell, Park-lane, La meer Beershop Keeper. Pet June 13, 
5atli. Pittman, Upper Stamford-st. 
opsgate. 
Powell, John, Downham-market, Norfolk, Linendraper. Pet June 14. 
June 6. July4atll. Le Blanc & Torr, New Bridge-st. 
Tooley, Jonathan, Stockwell-green, Nurseryman. Pet June 13. June 28 
Andrews, Richd Wm, Winchester, Draper’s Assistant. 
Pet June 15. Carlisle, 
June 29 at 11. Donald, Carlisle. 


July 5atll. Angeli, Guildhall-ya: 
Owen, Robt, Wilson-st. Gray’s-inn- oz Cattle Dealer. Pet Jane (3. July 
Parry, Thos, Old Kent-rd, Beershop a aa Pet June 15. July 5 at 12. 
De Medina, Primrose-st, Bish 
July 5 at 12. Brooks, New-inn, Strand. 
Simmons, John Fredk, "Gunter-ter, Brompton, Auctioneer’s Clerk. Pet 
Simson, Chas Hudson, R Comm Agent. Pet 
June 14, June 28 at 11, Bramwell, Scott ‘s-yard.. Bush-lane. 
atl. Ody, Southwark. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Winchester, June 30 at 11. Hollis, Winchester. 
Atkinson, Robt, Carlisle, Commercial Traveller. 
Beckwith, Hy, Lpool, Merchant. 
Evans & Co, Lpool 


Pet May 28. Lpool, June 28 at 12. 


Brooks, Abraham, Fanford, Gloucester, Baker. 
cester, July 2 at 10. Boodie, Cheltenham. 

Carpendale, Wm Edwd, Boston, Lincoln, Toy Dealer. 
June 25 atl. Bailes, Boston. 

Davies, Wm, Bristol. Woollen Merchant. 
at il. Stubbs, Bristol. 

Derry, Hy, Birkenhead, Builder. 
Morgan, Lpool. 

Evans, Caleb, Birkenhead, Surgeon. Pet June 15. 
Moore, Birkenhead. 

Griffiths, Rowland, Birm, Gun Maker. 
12. Parry, Birm. 

Hinde, Wm, Kenilworth, Butcher. 
Overell, Leamington Priors, 

Kelley, Thos, West Melton, York, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Rotherham, July 4 at 3. Hirst, Rotherham. 

Lucas, Jas Saml, Brighton, Working Jeweller. Pet June lH. 
June 29 at 11. Mills, Brighton. 
Orme, Thos, Lower Hayes, Chester, Corn Grinder. 
clesfield, June 28 at 11. Cooper, Congleton. 
Page, Thos, Braunston, Rutland, Shoemaker. Pet June 13. Oakham, 
June 28 at 3. Law, Stamford. 

Partridge, Joseph, Wordsley, Stafford, Grocer. Pet June 14. Stour- 
bridge, July 4 at 10. Collis, Stourbridge. 

Phillips, Wm, Cardiff, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet),ne 10. Cardiff, June 2 


Pet June 13. Ciren- 
Pet June 15. 
Pet June 6, 
Adj June 11. 


Bristol, June 30 
Chester, June 28 at 12. 
Lpool, June 28 at 11. 
Pet June 15. Birm, June 29 at 
Warwick, June 27 at 30. 
Pet June 13. 
Brighton, 
Pet June 14, Mac- 


Pet June 4. 





at ill. Ensor, Cardiff. 

Reay, Wm, Congleton, Chester, Boot Maker. Pet June 15. Lpool, June 
28 at 11. Copeman, Lpool. 

Richard Wm, Kingston-upon-Hull, Plumber. Pet June 15. Leeds, 
June 29 at 12. Hudson, Hull. 


Robinson, Joseph, Oldham, out of business. Pet June 13. Oldham, June 
30 at 12. Ascroft, Oldham. 

Sanders, Wm, » Sorel, Shipwright. Pet June 13. Cardiff, June 27 at 12. 
Griffith, Cardiff. 

Shafto, Edwd, Durham, Tea Dealer. Pet June 14. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 

July 6 at 12. Brignal, Durham. 


Walker, Geo Hy, Nottingham, Detective Police Officer. Pet June ll. 
Nottingham, July 13 atll. Maples, Nottingham. 
Walton, Saml, Littlemoor, York, Cloth Manufacturer, Pet June 14. 


Bradfo: 4, July 12 at 10. Cater, Bradferd. 

Watson, Edwd Bickersteth, Wirksworth, no occupation. Pet June 11. 
Wirksworth, July 16 at 12. Smith, Derby. 

Westbury, Thos, Tewkesbury, Bootmaker. Pet June 13. Tewkesbury, 
June 27 at 12. Brown, Dursley. 

Willerton, Joseph Coupland, owe Grimsby, Lincoln, Coal Merchant's 
Foreman. Pet June 14. Great Grimsby, July 1 at 11, Wintringham, 
jun, Grimsby. 

Willis, Coreetins, Sonning, Oxford, Farm Bailiff. Pet June 4, Oxford 
June 28 at 10, Thompson, Oxfo rd. 

Wright, Sam, Sheffield, Publican, Pet May 20. Sheffield, July 7 atl. 
Micklethwaite, Sheffield. 

Wood, Dodshon, sen, Great Aycliffe, Durham, Butcher. 
Darlington, July 2 at 11. Stevenson, Darlington, 

TuEspay, June 21, 1864, 
To Surrender in London. 

Ager, Geo, Strand, Brickmaker. Pet June 13, July 5at12. Harbin 
& Smith, Clement’s-inn, 

Barron, Edwd Geo, jun, Mitre-ct, ast, Woollen Warehouseman, 
Pet June 17. July 5atl, Lay, Poultry. 

Beaven, Joseph, Crooked-lane, Hatter. Pet June 16. July5 atl. Bickley, 
Kirg William-st. 

Burrell, John, Norwich, Horsehair Manufacturer. Pet June 18, July 5 
atl. Sole & Co, ‘Aldermanbury, for Miller & Co, Norwich. 

Bussens, Robt, Wood Dalling, Norfolk, Publican. Pet June 14. July 4 
at 11.  Treherne & White, Barge-yard-chambers, and Emerson, 


Norwich. 

Chariton, Jas, Harrow-rd, Paddington, Watch Maker. Pet June 15. 
July 4 at 12, Hempson, Connaught-ter, Paddington, 

Cook, Harry, Duke’s-rd, Euston-sq, Photographic Artist. Pet June 18. 
July 4at 12. Waldron, Lamb’s Conduit-st, 

Dutton, Thos Robt, Sou th ton-villa, H 


Adj June 8. July 5 at 2. Butler, Tooley-st. 
Eden, Hy Galley, Upper Fitzroy-p!, Euston-rd, Comm Agent. Pet June 15. 


Pet June 14. 





smith, Ivory Turner. 


July 5 at 2. Wyatt, Harpur-st, Red Lion-sq. 
Fry, Win, Little Alie-st, Whitechapel, Baker. Pet June 18. Joly 4 at 12. 
Chipperfield, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
Howlett, Wm, Francis-st, Newington-butts, out of business, Pet June 16. 
July 4attl. Bartley, Bucklersbury. 
Ifill, Benj, Tollington-pl, Hornsey-rd, Gent. Pet June 16, July 5 at t. 
Surr & Gribble, Abchurch-lane. 
Kessell, Chas Hy, Wandsworth-rd, Dealer in Paraifine Oil. Pet June 15, 
July 5 at 12. Clark, Dean’s-ct. 
Lander, Jas Brook, Koxeth, Harrow-on-the-Hill, Mason. Pet June 16. 
July 5 at 1. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 
y, Chas Fredk, Ellen- 1, Battersea, Chemist, Pet June 13. July. 
Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. 


aati. 
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arp tn eae , Bermondsey, Carpenter. Pet June 16. July 
Robertson, Martin’s-lane, Cannon-st. 

Mareh, ch Jes, Norwich, Leather Merchant. Pet June 17. July 5 at 2. 
Woolf, gy Cheapside. 
Pritchard, Wm Downs, jun, Exmouth-pl, Hackney, Cabinet Maker. Pet 
June 15. July 5 at}. Marshall, Hatton-garden. 

Russell, Isabella, Tachbrook-st, Pimlico, no occupation, Spinster. Pet 
June 15. July 4at12. Treherne & Wolferstan, Aldermavbury. 

Saberton, John Fredk, Doddington Chateris, Cambridge, Brickmaker. 
Pet June 16. July 5 at 1, Freeman, Bucklersbury. 
iomon, Geo, Birm, Gold and Silver Refiner. Pet June 1 (for pau). 
July iat ll. Aldridge. 

Stone, Clement, Gt pe age . Demeteonte out of business, Pet June 
18. July5ati. Dubois, Gresham-st. 

Trowell, Francis Jas, New-cross, out of business. Pet June 13. July 5 
at 12. Ody & Adams, Trinity-st, Southwark. 

Webb, Chas, Garnault-pl, Clerkenwell, out of business. Pet June 17. 
July 4at 1. Flavell, Bedford-row. 

Williams, Fredk, Radnor-st, Chelsea, out of Seana Pet June I4. July 
4atll. Lawrance & Co, Old Jewry-chambers 


To Surrender in the Suites, 

Atkin, Jas, Willenhall, Stafford, Brickmaker. Adj June 14. 
July 4at 12. Brown, Wolverhampton. 

Badcock, Wm, Portsea, Butcher. Pet June 16. Portsmouth, July 4 at 
ll. Pafford, Portsea. 

Bancroft, Geo, & Geo Thos Newton, Derby, Elastic Webb Manufacturer, 
Pet June7. Birm,July 12 atli. J. & W. H. Sale, Derby. 

Bardsley, John, Bugsworth, Derby, Night Watchman. Pet June 16. 
Chapel-en-le-Frith, June 29 at 12. Lamb, Manch. 

Beckett, Jas, jun, Compton, nr Wolverhampton, File Cutter. Pet June 
19, Wolverhampton, July 4 at 12, Walker, Wolverhampton. 

Birkett, Benj, Toxteth-park, Lpool, Milk Dealer. Adj June 17. Lpool, 
July 7 at 11. 


Stafford, 


Blomfield, Hy, Braughing, Hertford, Grocer. Pet June 16. Bishop 
Stortford, June 30 at 11. Baker, Bishop Stortford. 
Bodger, Wm, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Journeyman Joiner. Pet June 16. 


Newcastle-upon-Tyne. July 2 at 10. Joel. Newcastle-upon-Tyne, 
Clarke, John, Corley, Warwick, Painter. Pet June !4. Coventry, July 
5at3, Smallbone, Coventry. 
Crocker, Anthony, Coldridge, Butcher. Pet June 15. 
atll. Floud, Exeter. 
Dyer, Thos, Moreton-in-the-Marsh, Gloucester, Carpenter. Pet June 18. 
Shipston-on-Stour, July 12 at 2. Kilby, Banbury, 
Fallan, Wm, Tadcaster, York, out of business. Pet June 17. Leeds, July 


Crediton, July 4 


6 at 11. Mason, York. 

Fellows, Joseph, Willenhall. Stafford, Galvanizer. Pet June 10. Wolver- 
hampton, n duly 4 at 12. Slater, Darlaston. 

Fraser, Wm, Lpool, Uphols:erer. Pet June 17. Lpool, July 4 at 1. 


Henry. Lpool. 

Gibson, Thos, ees © soma Book-keeper. Pet June 16. Oldham, 
July 7 at 12. Ascroft, Gidham. 

Groom, Josiah, , dhrewsbury, Ph Shag sg Artist. Pet June 20. Birm, 
July8 at 12. Reece & Harris. 

Hannah, Chas, Egremont, -—-itg ‘Best Maker. 
head, July 4 at 11. Collin, Lpool. 

Hanson, John, jun, Leeds, Wholesale Shoe Manufacturer. 
Leeds, July 6 at 1}. North & Sons, Leeds 

Harle, Thomas, Tow-Law, Durham, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Wolsingham, June 30 at 10. Dolphin, Wolsingham. 

Haymanson, Barnett, Birm, Boot Manufacturer. Pet June 16,. Birm, 

uly 4at 12. East, Birm 

Hill, Chas Gwatkin, Hereford, Artist. 
10. Garrold, Hereford 

Hooson, Thos, Kee i Labourer. 
Evans & Co, Lpool. 

Hopkins, Philip, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. 
July 6 at 12. Morris, Swansea. 
Howard, Thos, Bradford, Chemist. 

Dale, Y 


Pet June 18. 
Pet June 15. 
Pet June 9. 


Birken- 


Pet June 18. Hereford, July 16 at 
Pet June 17. Lpool, July 5 at 12. 
Pet June 7. Swansea, 


Pet June 9, Bradford, July 12 at 10. 


» York. 
Ireland, Wm Marshall, Manch, Comm Agent. Pet June 17. Manch, 
July 6 at 11. Boote, Manc 
— John, Netherton, nr ‘Dudley, Tailor, Pet June 16. Birm, July 4 
ey Geo David, Crawford Magna, Dorset, Tailor. Pet June 16. Wim- 
borne, June 30 at 10. Moore, Wimborne Minster. 
Jones, Thos oa = Grocer. Pet June 15. Bristol, July 4 at 11, 
Henderson, B: 
Langa, 0258 = "Penzance, Hairdresser, Pet June 17, Exeter, July 
J atl. Penzance, and Pitus, Exeter. 
Lant, Edwd, Freemantle, Southampton, Grocer. Pet June 16. South- 
ta tan, July 20 at 12, Mackey, Southampton 
ohn, Clifford, Hereford, ged Contractor. Adj June 10. Birm, 
July 4 at 12. James & Griffin, 
Agj June 17. 


ae Thos, Lpool, Licensed ‘Victualler. 
Manch, July 5 at 9.30, 


Makin, Wm, Manch, Grocer. Pet June 18, 
Storer, Manch. 

Marlow, Hy, Walsall, Stafford, Harness Furniture Manufacturer. Pet 
June 18. Walsall, July 4 at 12, Barnett & Co, Walsall. 

Mellor, Sami, jan, Hanley, Stafford, Haberdasher. Pet Juve 15. Hanley, 
July 9 at 1) on itch fed, Newcastle-under-Lyme. 

Merriott, Chas, Bridgwater, Somerset, Mason, [et June 15. Bridgwater, 
July 6 at 10. Reed, Bridgwater. 

Merson, Thos, jun, Bedford. Adj June 15. Bedford, July 4at2. Jes- 


sopp, Bedfo 

Myers, Fredk Win, Nottingham, Watchmaker. Pet June 18, 
ham, July 13 at i. Ashwell, Nottingham. 

—_ roa Higginshaw Royton, Lancaster, Sund Dealer. 

ham, July 7 ati2. Ascroit, Uidham. 

North, Fredk, Southampton, Baker. Pet June 16. Southampton, July 
20 at 11. Mackey, Southampton. 

Peck, Jas, Birm, Porter. Pet Juve 15. Birm, July 30 at 11. Parry, Birm. 

Perratt, John, Bristol, = of business. Pet ‘June 16. Bristol, July 4 at 


Reed, Bridgwate 
Pike, John, ‘anildiora et of business. Pet June 18. Guildford, July 9 
eukh John White, Dane’s-inn and Guild “oo 7 ; 
Southampton, Carpenter. Pet June 13. 
July 20.at 11, Conwell B Bassact, Southampton. 


Lpool, July 7 


Notting- 


Pet June 


Southampton, 
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Soffe, Albert hen, Hants, Dealer. Pet June 15. Fordingbridge 
sutclite, * a1, lackey h Pet J Manch, July. B 
n, ‘erchant. ane 10. Sati, 
Rowley & Son, Manch. 
Varley, Joseph, Huddersfield, Cloth Manufacturer. Pet June 16, Hud- 
dersfield, July 4 at 10. Taylor, Huddersfield. 
Wathen, Wm, Hereford, Licensed Victualler. Pet June 17. Birm, July 


4at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 

Worgan, Richd, , nr Clearwell, mae Farmer. Pet June 16, 
Monmouth, July 6 at 12. Roberts, Monmou' 
Yates, Thos, Lpool, Builder. Adj June 17, ek July 7 at ii, 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 

Tvespay, June 14, 1864, 
Dobson, John Thos, Gt St Helen's, London, Wine Merchant. Jane 13. 
Moore, Wm Chas. June 8. 
Sharpley, Joseph, Macclesfield, Warehouseman. June 9, 

Farpar, June 17, 1864. 
Barnett, Bennett, Rurtosenanm, | Old Bond-st, Picture Dealer. June 16. 
Morris, Pierce, Birm, Merchant. June 3. 
Robinson, Jas, Stanwix, Cumberland, Cattle Dealer. June 13. 
Stiles, John, Bristol, Corn Factor. June 11. 
West, John Sturla, & ne Hughes, Welbeck-st, Cavendish-sq, Brush Manu- 

facturer, June 14 

TuEsDaY, June 21, 1864, 
Green, Jas, Manch, & Wm Green, Wigan, Common Carriers. Jane 17, 
Stacey, Edwin, Portsea, Jeweller, Sept i4. 
Tongue, Eliz Ann Barnsley, Brighton, Lodging-house Keeper. June 10. 





ESTATE EXCHANGE REPORT. 


AT THE MART. 
June 10.—By Messrs. Norton, Hoccanrt, & Trisr. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 6, Highbury-grange, Middlesex ; held for 
the residue of aterm of 93 years from Midsummer, 1825 (in considera- 
tion of a premium for the whole term, of £1,500), at a peppercorn rent 
—Sold for £800. 

Leasehold improved rental of £125 9s, 6d. per annum for about 18 years, 
arising out of 4 dwelling-houses and shops, being Nos. 198, 200, 202, and 
204, Old Kent-road, and 5 houses and stabling in the rear, being 
1, 2, 3, 13, and 14, Surrey-buildings, East-street —Sold for £1,040, 

June 14.—By Messrs Desexnam & Tewson. 

Freehold estate, known as Buxted Hall, situate in the parish of Buxted, 
Sussex, comprising a residence, and about 118a 2r 19p of arable, mes- 
dow, and wood land, with farm buildings and cottages, he-—Sold for for 
£4,500. 

Freehold estate, kncwn as the Grove, close to the wae nallatoos 
Sussex, comprising a residence, gardens, stabling, and . 
with 32a Or 10p of pasture land--Sold for £2,200. 

Freehold inclosure of meadow land, containing I ia, situate in the parish 
of Stanwell, Middlesex—Sold for £1,100. 

Freehold, 2 residences, known as Millmead-villas, Stains, Middlesex ; pro- 
ducing £48 per annum—Sold for £640. 

June 15.—By Messrs. FAREBROTRER. 

Conyhold ground-rent of £8 per annum, issuing out of 4 dwelling-houses 

- shops, being Nos. 12 to 15, Tyers-terrace, Kennington—Sold for 
120. 

Copyhold dairy farm, situate near Winslow, Bucks, containing about 107 

acres; let at £144 per annum—Sold for £4,370. 
By Mr. J. J. Oneru. 

Lease and goodwill of a wine and spirit establishment, known as No, 7, 
Newgate-street, City—Sold for £2,500. 

June 16.—By Messrs. Kemp. 

Freehold house and premises, situate No. 74, Hatton-garden, producing 
£70 per annum—Sold for £1,430. 

Freehold house and premises adjoining above, and ee No. 73, Hatton- 
garden, producing £70 per annum —Sold for £1,430. 

By Mr. Witttam THORNTON 

Freehold estate, known as Crab Hill, situate in ‘the parish of Mitfield, 
Surrey, comprising a farm house, with agricultural buildings, and 146 
acres of arable, pasture, and woodland—Sold for £6,950, 


AT GARRAWAY'S. 
June 14.—By Mr. Vicers. 

Plot of freehold building land, fronting Avenue-road, Camberwell—Sold 
for £2,700. 

Leasehold public-house, known as The World’s End, being No. 59, New- 
ington-causeway ; held for a term of 31 years from June, 1854, at a rent 
of £100 per annum—Sold for 

June 16. —By Mr. Marsw. 

Freehold premises, known as the Castle Tavern, situate at the corner of 

King-street and Lawrence-lane, City; let at £200 per annum—Sold 


for £1,000. 

Loaschold residences, being > 3 & 4, St John’s-road, Brixton ; produc- 
ing £143 per annum; term 99 years from June, 1852; ground-rent £21 
per annum — Sold for ‘£1 720, 

Leasehold residence, being No. 2, Osborne-terrace, Carvon-road, Clapham~ 
road; let at £42 per annum—Sold for £330, 

Leasehold residence, being No. 3, Osborne-terrace ; let at £42 per annum 
—Sold for 380. 

Leasehold ew . being No. 4, Osborne-terrace ; let at £42 per annum 
Sold for 

Leasehold residence, being No. 9, Osborne-te-race; let at £40 per annum 
—Sold for £370. : 

Leasehold residence, being No. 11, Claverton-street, St. George’s-square, 
Pimlico; let at £65 per annum: term re! years from Christmas, 1855; 

ground-rent £10 10s, per annnm—Sold for £600. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 1, Eden-villas, Pembary-road, Lower 
Clapton ; let at £55 per annum—Sold for £489. 

Leasehold residence, being No. 2, Eden-villas ; let at £55 per annum--Sold 


for £480. 
Lonsvbold residence, being No. 91, New North-road, Hoxton ; producing 


£50 per annum — Sold for £520. 
Freehold ground-rent of £20 r annum, secured on two resitences situate 
roydon—Sold for £550. 


in Whitehorse-road, West 
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Gquity and Saw Aife Assurance 


Soviety, 


18, LINCOLN’S INN FIELDS, LONDON, W.C. 





CAPITAL—ONE 1 MILLION, FULLY SUBSCRIBED. 





DIRECTORS. 
CuatnMan—NASSAU W. SENIOR, Esq., late Master in Chancery. 


uTY-CHAIRMAN—GEORGE LAKE RUSSELL, E 


Der 
JOHN EDWARD ARMSTRONG, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
HENRY WM. BIRCH, Esq., Solicitor (Birch & Ingram). 
HENRY FOX BRISTOWE, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
R. J. P. BROUGHTON, Esq., Solicitor (White, Broughton, & White). 
JOHN M. CLABON, Eq. Solicitor (Fearon & Clabon). 
ANTHONY CLEASBY, Esq., Q. 
JOHN ELLIS CLOWES, Esq., Solicitor (Clowes & Hickley). 
CHARLES J, DIMOND, Esq., Solicitor (Simpson & Dimond). 
SIMON DUNNING, £sq.. Solicitor (Burder & Dunning). 
JOHN W. HAWEINS, Esq., Solicitor (Hawkins, ern, & Hawkins). 
WILLIAM E. HILLIARD, Esq., Solicitor (Hilliard, Dale, & Stretton). 
N. HOLLINGSWORTH, Esq., Solicitor (Hollingsworth & Tyerman). 
THOMAS HUGHES, Esq. pa Barrister-at-Law. 

Solicitor.—GEORGE ROOPE 


NINE-TENTHS of the Total Profits are divided among the Assured. 


sq., Barrister-at-Law 

JOHN ILIFFE, Esq., Solicitor (Cardale, lliffe, & Russell), 

THOMAS GLOVER *KENSIT, Esq., Clerk to Skinners’ Company. 
CHARLES HENRY MOORE, Esq., Solicitor, 7, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
EDMUND F. MOORE, Esq., ‘Barrister-at-Law 

WILLIAM BENFORD NELSON, Esq., Solicitor (Park & W. B. Nelson), 
FREDERICK PEAKE, Esq., Solicitor (Barker, Bowker, & Peake). 
SIR ROBERT J. PHILLIMORE, Q.C., the Queen’s Advocate. 
GEORGE W. K. POTTER, Esq., Secondary of London. 

W. B. S. RACKHAM, Eoq., Solicitor. 46, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 
GEORGE ROBINS, Esq., Solicitor (Warry, Robins, & Burges), 
ALFRED H. SHADWELL, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery, 
RICHARD SMITH, Esq., Solicitor (Richd, & W. B. Smith). 





R, Esq., 26, Lincoln’ 's-inn-fields. 
~ Considerably 1 more than one-tenth of the Profits is derived from Policies 


which do not participate in the Profits, so that THE ASSURED HAVE LARGER BONUSES THAN IF THEY FORMED A MUTUAL INSURANCE 
COMPANY, and received the whole of the Profits derived from their own Policies. 

The last BONUS averaged about SIXTY PER CENT. on the Premiums paid, and TWO PER CENT, PER ANNUM on the sums assured. 

The EXPENSES of Management are less than FIVE PER CENT, on the Income. 


The PREMIUMS are calculated for every half-year of age. 


The Policies of this Society, in the hands of third parties, are not vitiated by Surcrpe, or by the life assured proceeding beyond the limits allowed, 


NOTICES of ASSIGNMENT of Policies registered and acknowledged free of charge. 


Printed forms for such notices furnished when required, 


The usual Commission allowed to Solicitors introducing Insurances, the Commission being continued to the person originally entitled to it, as long 
as the policy remains in force, through whatever channel the premium may be paid. 

LOANS granted on the Society’s Policies, on Reversions, Life Interests, and other approved security. 

The Annual Reports and full Statements of Account are regularly printed, and may be obtained on application. 


Periodical Sales of Absolute 0} or - Contingent Reversions t to Funded or other 
Property, Annuities, Policies of Assurance, Life Interests, Railway, 
Dock, and other Shares, Bonds, Clerical Preferments, Rent Charges, and 
all other descriptions of present or prospective Property. 

R. FRANK LEWIS begs to give notice that his 
SALES for the year 1864 will take place at the AUCTION 
MART, on the following days, viz.:— 
Friday, October 14 


Friday, November 11 
Friday, September 9 Friday, December 9 
Particulars of properties intended for sale are requested to be forwarded 
at least 14 days prior to either of the above dates, to the offices of the 
auctioneer, 36, Coleman-street, E.C., where information as to value, &c., 
aud printed cards of terms may be had. 
Paddington Estate.—Valuable Leasehold Property, for investment or 0c- 
of the rental value of about £600 per annum. 





Me. ous FREDK. LOCKWOOD has received | 
instructions to submit for SALE by AUCTION, at GARRA- | 


WAY’S, Change-aliey, Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at ONE punc- 
peony id FIVE highly eligible brick-built RESIDENCES, of very handsome 
imposing elevation, situate and being Nos. 3, 8, 12, and 13, Warring- 
poe array te St. Saviour’s Church, and 19, St. Leonard’s-terrace, 
Paddington. of the houses are at present unlet, purchasers of 
these will therefore be able to secure immediate possession. The whole 
are held by separate leases for long terms, and at moderate ground-rents. 
The houses may be viewed by orders from the auctioneer; those occu- 
pied, by leave of the tenants; and printed particulars and conditions of 
sale obtained 14 days before the sale at Garraway’s; of A JONES, Esq., 
15, Sise-lane, City; of Messrs. CHURCH, PRIOR, *& BIGG, 38, South- 
ampton-' -buildings, Chancery-lane ; of Mr. LOCKWOOD, E Burwood- 
place, Edgware-road; and at the Auctioneer’s offices, 21, Grosvenor- 
ee Bond- street. 











£. B. SPRAGUE, Actuary and etn Li 


Paddington Estate. —Highly eligible leasehold property, producing a 
rental of £180 per annum. 


R. JOHN FREDK. LOCKWOOD has received 
instructions from the Mortgagee to SELL by AUCTION, it Two 
Lots, at GARRAWAY’S, Change-alley, Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 
7, 1864, at ONE o’clock punctually, TWO brick- ‘built RESIDENCES, very 
desirably situate, and being No. 14, Warrington-terrace, faci St. 
Saviour’s Church, and 27, Clifton-villas, Warwick-road, Paddington. 
are held by separate leases for long terms, at monerate ground-rents, and 
present unusually eligible investments. 

Printed particulars and conditions of sale may be obtained 14 Ts 
before the sale, at Garraway’s; of A. JONES, Esq., 15, Sise-lane, City ; 
Messrs. CHURCH, PRIOR, & BIGG, 38, South » Chi A 
lane; of Mr. LOCKWOOD, 1, Burwood- -place, Edgware-road ; ‘and at the 
Auctioneer’ 8 Offices, 21, Grosvenor- -sreet, Bond-street. 


ROOKS & SCHALLER’S AUCTION SALES 
of Estates, Houses, Ground-Rents, Reversions, Annuities, Advow- 
sons, &c., will take place at GARRAWAY’S, on the first and last Tuesday 
of each month; a nominal charge made per lot to include all expenses. 
THE INDEX, published Monthly, of Estates, Country and Town 
Houses, Shootings, &c., to be LET or SOLD, is issued free on application 
—Auction and Estate Offices, 25, Charles-street, St. James’, London. 














At all the libraries, and of all booksellers. In two volumes, crown 8vo, 
cloth, 21s. 
HE GOLDSWORTHY FAMILY; or, THE 
COUNTRY ATTORNEY. By WILLIAM GILBERT, Esq., Author 
of “Shirley Hall Asylum,” “Margaret Meadows,” “The Weaver's 
Family,” “ The Rosary: a Legend of Wilton Abbey,” &c., 
London : Waiaiant i Fasaman, I 102, Fleet-; -street, E, c. 











United Caw Glerks’ Society, 


Patrons, at RIGHT HON. THE LORD HIGH CHANCELLOR; 


THE RIGHT HON, LORD CRANWORTH. 


tusters,—EDWARD SMITH BIGG, Esq.; JOHN WILLIAM WILLCOCK, Esq., Q.C.; KEITH BARNES, Esq. 





The Ghirty-second Anniversary Dinner 


WILL TAKE PLACE 


AT THE FREEMASONS’ 


TAVERN, GREAT QUEEN STREET, 


ON TUESDAY, THE 28th DAY OF JUNE, 1864. 





The HON. MR. JUSTICE SHEE, in the Chair. 





ACTING STEWARDS. 


Mr. W. Noap 
Mr. J. R. Peary 


Mr, G. C. SuzmmMan 


MOH J, Trier 
Mr. D. R, L, Toomns 


DINNER ON TABLE AT SIX O’CLOCK PRECISELY. 


Mr. J. ALLBEeRRy Mr. W. E. Jones Mr. Jouw Martin 
Mr, A. Cooke Mr. S. W. Kine Mr. F. K. Mowton 
Tickets, One Guinea. 


HARRY G. ROGERS, Seoretary’ 
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Aegal and General Dife Assuyange Society, 


10, FLEET STREET, LONDON, EC, 











TRUSTEES. 

Tae Hon, Sm GEORGE ROSE. 

KENYON STEVENS PARKER, Esq., Q.C., Examiner in Chancery: 
EDWARD SMITH BIGG, Esq. 

ROBERT BAYLY FOLLETT, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. 


DIRECTORS, 


Tar Rient How. Sm THOMAS ERSKINE." 

Taz Ricut Hon. Sm J. L. KNIGHT BRUCE, Lord Justice, 

Tae Hon. Sir WILLIAM PAGE WOOD, Vice-Chancellor. 
1). Tus Hon. Mr. JUSTICE WILLIAMS. 


AUSTIN, CHARLES, Esq., Q.C. 

BEAUMONT, JAMES, Esq. 

BIGG, EDWARD SMITH, Esq. 
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a FOLLETT, ROBERT BAYLY, Esq., Taxing Master in Chancery. » 
mg Capital invested in the names of the Trustees .. oa és os ee pe £1,318,184 
Share Capital re - ee a ee ° £1,000,000 
Less, paid up and included in the above sum oe ee ee 160,935 
KS —_—__— 839,065 
. Annual Income from Investments and Premiums (increasing yearly) on os oy 165,000 
“a - oe assured by existing Policies pa os ee oo oo ee 3,513,069 
Versi B dd ee oe or oe oe oe 
= onary Bonus added thereto 425,000 
LY Claims paid on Policies oe oe ee oe ee eo oo ry 941,012 
8 
4 Bonus paid to Policy-holders .. pe Po oi ee ee ee 176,890 
ney 
and 
ts No extra Premium required for residence in any part of the world distant more than 33 degrees from the Equator. 
Tt Whole World Policies granted on payment of a single extra Premium of Ten Shillings per cent. when the Directors are 
i satisfied that the Life Assured is at the time within the limits allowed by the ordinary Policies of the Society, and has then no intention of going beyond 
‘i them, and that his occupations are not likely to lead him beyond them, or to be more than ordinarily hazardous. 
aie Policies protected from dispute. The age of the person Assured, and other necessary particulars, admitted at the time of issuing the Policy, 
aS Four-fifths, or 80 per cent., of the Profits allotted to the Assured every fifth year. 
we 
tad SPECIMEN OF BONUS ADDED TO POLICIES, 
wn 
on No. of Policy. Amount Assured, Bonus Paid, Year of Death. Age when Assured, 
0 £ £ Years. 
IE 982 5,000 1,224 1857 40 
hor 1,558 5,000 1,157 1857 45 
ors 6 5,000 1,693 1857 44 
941 2,500 771 1858 68 
= 646 5,000 1,742 1858 54 
13 5,000 2,091 1859 61 
831 5,000 1,433 1860 37 
870 4,000 1,438 1860 50 
1. 643 3,000 1,149 1860 57 
2,871 5,000 907 1861 36 
9 907 5,000 1,180 1862 36 
1,751 1,000 318 1862 48 
309 5,000 1,899 1862 40 
The Bonus may, at the option of the Assured, be applied in reduction of annual premiums, which have been thereby reduced 95 per cent., or 
surrendered for a cash payment. 
No loss of Bonus in case of death before the division of profits, a Bor.as being paid for each yar since the last division, at the rateof the last 
Bonus, 
Loans granted to the full surrender value of the Policies without charge, except for the stamp-duty of 2s. 6d. per cent. 
Re Forms of Proposal, and all further information, including a copy of the Society's Accounts, to be had on application by letter, or in person to 
JOHN NETTLETON, Seerctary, 
10, Fleet-street, London. 
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Bond: 
Companies, and other public undertakings for the present 


year. 
R. MARSH begs to announce that his PERI- 
oye ie SALES (established in 1843), for the disposal of every 
the above-mentioned PROPERTY, take place on the 
first a Bw in each month throughout the ensuing year, as under :— 
July 7 U September 1 November 3 
August 4 { October 6 i December 1 
In addition to the atore dates, Mr. Marsh also to announce that 


begs 
the following days are ees for the Sale of Freehold, Copyhold, 


Thursday, June 23, 30 
Thursday, July 14, 21, 28 
Thursday, August 11, 18, 25 Thursday, November 17 
Thursday, aa 15 
2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house, London, E 
Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, ‘Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 


R. MARSH has received instructions to include 
in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 
appointed to take e at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Chanze-aliey, 
Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at TWELVE, a POLICY of INSU- 
RANCE for £999 19s., effected in 1851 with the Friends’ Provident Institu- 
tion, on the life of a aera now in his 7ist year. 
Particulars may be obtained at Garraway’s; of 
JOHN RICHARDS, Esq., Solicitor, Temple-street. Birmingham ; 
and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte- -row, Mansion- house. 
Periodical Sale teva tw in 1843) of Reversions, Policies “Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7 
R. MARSH has received instructious to include in 
his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 
appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffechouse, Change-alley, 
Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at TWELVE, the ABSOLUTE RE- 
VERSION in FOUR-SIXTHS PARTS of a MOIETY of the sum ot £2,000 
Consols, and also in Four-Fifth Parts of avother one-sixth share in the 
said moiety, receivable on the decease of a gentleman, age 79 in July. 
Particulars may be obtained at Garraway’s ; of 
Messrs. HARRISON. Solicitors, 5, Walbrook ; 
and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte -row, Mansion-house. 


Thursday, September 15 
Thursday, October 20 











Periodical Sale Mme in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 

MB, MARSH has received instructions from the 
of Mr. J. Orchard, a bankrupt, with the concurrence of 

ry ——— Mortgagee, to include in his next Monthly Periodical Sale 
Policies, appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S 

p Bw emces Change-alley, Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at 
TWELVE, | in Three Lots, THREE POLICIES of ASSURANCE for £1,000 
each, on the life of the bankrupt, who is now in his 57th year, one effected 
in 1848 with the Equitable Assurance Society, and two in 1861 with the 
National cooper Institution. 


Particulars may be obtained at Garraways ; of 
mtg JONES, Esq., Solicitor, 15, Sise-lane : of 
Messrs. BURGOYNES, MILNES, & BURGOYNE, Solicitors, 160, 


Oxford-street 
and at Mr, MARSH'S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 


Periodical Sale ane in 1843) of reversions, Policies, ‘Arnuities, 
res, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 

R. MARSH will include in his next Monthly 

Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c , appointed to take 

lace at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, on THURSDAY, JULY 7. at 

WELVE, the REVERSION to TWO-SEVENTH PARTS of the PRO- 

CEEDS to arise from the sale of No. 48, Fenchurch-street (on the decase 

of a lady now in her 63rd year) producing a rental of £422 10s. per 

annum, held under the Clothworkers’ Company for a term, which will 
expire at Christmas, 1882. 

Particulars of 


Messrs. CUTLER & WEALL, Solicitors, No. 5, Bell-yard, Doctors’- 
commons ; 
and at Mr, MARSH'S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 


‘Periodical: Sale (established i in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares. bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 

R. MARSH has received instructions to include in 

7 his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &¢., ap- 

pointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, 

Cornhill,on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at TWELVE, the REVERSIONARY 

INTEREST in TWO-SEVENTH PARTS of a SUM of £1,000 Consols, 
divisible on the decease of a lady now in her 63rd year. 


Particulars of 
“  Mesers. CUTLER & WEALL, Solicitors, 5, Bell-yard, 
commons ; 
and at Mr. MARSH'S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 


Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
res, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 
R. MARSH has received instructions to include 
in ~ next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 

take at GARRLAWAY'S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, 

Corphill, on THURSDAY. , JULY 7, at TWELVE, a valuable old POL) ICY 
of ASSURANCE for the SUM of £1, 500, effected in July, 1840, with the 
Loudés, Life Assi.ciation, on the life ot a gentleman who will be 62 years 
of age on i is proximo. Reduced annual premium, £6 12s. 7d, 


Messrs. S DRUCE & SONS, Solicitors, 10, Biiliter-square ; 
and at Mr. MAKSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion: house, 





Doctors’- 








Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of ‘Sovertem, ey Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 


R. MARSH has received instructions to include in 
AY. his next monthly periodical SALE of Reversions, Policies, &¢., 
appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change- ‘S 
Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at TWELVE, a POLICY of ASSU- 
RANCE ‘for the sum of £999, effected in 1851 with the National Provi- 
dent Institution, on the life of a gentleman now in his 71st year. 
Particulars may be obtained at Garraway’s ; of 

J. RICHARDS, Esq., Solicitor, Temple street, Birmingham ; 

and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 





Periodical ‘Sale ‘(established in 1843) of Reversions, ame ‘Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 


R. MARSH has received instructions to include 
in his next monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., 
appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, ~~ 
Cornhiil, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at TWELVE, the ABSOLUTE RE-- 
VERSION to the SUM of £1, 250 Three Per Cent. Consols, receivable on 
the decease of a widow lady now in the 62nd year of her age. 
Particulars of 
E. H. BARLEE, Esq., Solicitor, 52, Old Broad-street ; 
and at Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house. 
Periodical Sale (established in 1843), of Reversions, tata Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 


M* MARSH has received instructions to include 
in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, Policies, &c., | ~ 
pointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, 
Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at TWELVE, in Two Lots, TWO- 
FIFTH PARTS or SHARES of the SUM of £2,388 7s. Consols, standing in 
the names of two highly respectable trustees, and receivable on the 
decease of a lady now in the 7Ist year of her age. 
Particulars may be obtained at Garraway’s; of 
R. 8S. GREGSON, Esq., Solicitor, 8, Angel-court, Throgmorton-street ; 
and at Mr. MARSH’S © '$ Offices, 2, Charlotte- -row, Mansion-house. 





Periodical Sale (established in 1843) of Reversions, Policies, Annuities, 
Shares, Bonds, &c., for Thursday, July 7. 


R. MARSH has received instructions from the 
Assignees of Mr. T. White, a bankrupt, with the consent of the 
Mortgagee, to include in his next Monthly Periodical Sale of Reversions, 
Policies, &c., appointed to take place at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, 
Change-alley, Cornhill, on THURSDAY, JULY 7, at TWELVE, a POLICY 
OF ASSURANCE for the sum of £1,000, effected in 1856 with the Metro- 
politan Life Office, Prince’s-street, Bank, on the life of the Bankrupt, who 
is now in the 38th year of his age. 
Particulars may be obtained at Garraways ; of 

Messrs. CHILD & SON, Solicitors, 62, Cannon-street ; of 

Messrs. CROSLEY & BURN, Solicitors, 34, Lombard-strect ; and at 
Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, Charlotte-row, Mansion-house, 





In Chancery. —“The Swansea Harbour Trustees versus the Swansea ‘Dock 
Company.” 
R. MARSH will SELL by AUCTION, pursuant © 
toan order of the High Court of Chancery, made in the above | 
cause, with the approbation of the Judge to whose Court the said 7 is 
attached, at GARRAWAY’S Coffeehouse, Change-alley, Cornhill, 
THURSDAY, JULY 7, in One Lot, and if not so sold, in Seven Lota, 
6,700 SWANSEA DOCK PURCHASE BONDS of £10 each, issued by the 
Swansea Harbour Trustees, under the provisions of the Swansea Harbour 
Act, bearing date 1857, and carrying interest at the rate of 5 per cent. per 
annum, from the Ist day of January, 1859. 
For particulars and conditions of sale apply to 
LEWIS THOMAS, Esq., Swansea, the Plaintiffs’ Solicitor ; 
JOHN TREVILLI AN JENKIN, Esq., Swansea, the Defendants’ 
Solicitor : 
RICHAR D’ =! ATION, Esq., Solicitor, 4, Orchard-strect, Portman- 7 
square; and 
Messrs. ROWLAND & HACON, 
and at 
Mr. MARSH’S Offices, 2, 
warded on application. 


XTENSIVE ESTATES and RESIDENCE of * 
ROSEHAUGH, in Ross-shire, and Church Patronage for SALE.-« 
Tobe SOLD by PUBLIC 
at TWO o’clock in the afternoon, within Messrs. CAY & BLACK'S SALE © 
ROOMS, No, 65a, George-street, Edinburgh (upset price £155,000), the = 
LANDS. of ROSEHAUGH and LITTLE SUDDIE, with the mansion- 
house, garden, and offices of Rosehaugh, lying in the parishes of Avoch, 
Knockbain, and Rosemarkie, and county of Ross. These lands, which ° 
are very compactly situate, are estimated to extend to 6,350 acres, or 
thereby. Of these, about 4,013 acres are arable, about 1,220 acres are 
improvable pasture, and nearly 904 acres are underwood, in a healthy 
and thriving dit The ion-house (a charming residence) and 
offices are very ample, and the gardens and grounds around the mansion- 
house are extensive and beautifully laid out. 5 
situate about two miles from the Port of Avoch, on the Moray Firth, 
which is seen from it. The lands are well stocked with game, and, being 
partly bounded by the Moray Firth and Munlochy Bay, are abundantly 
supplied with wild duck and other sea-fow]. There is right to the 
salmon fishings of Castleton, in the Moray Firth. The of the 
Parish Church of Avoch, which is a valuable living, will be sold along 
with the estates. The estates may be reached in about 20 hours from 
London by the Perth and Inverness Railway tu Inverness and Dingwall, 
from either of which places the mansion-house is distant from six to 
eight miles, A railway is projected from Dingwall to Fortrose, passing 
through the estate, and the line has been already ees 
Further genio may be obtained on application : 
Messrs. W. Re SHARE, Solicitors, 92, ponte, house, Old 
Drocb-cisies Gawd 
or to Messrs. JOLLIE, STRONG, & HENRY, W.S., No. 40, Prince’s> 
street, Edinbugh, 


Solicitors, 31, Fenchurch-street ; 


Charlotte-row, Mansion-house; or will be for 








ROUP, on WEDNESDAY, the 6th JULY next, | 


The mansion-house is be 





